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"The Je Epiſtle }, "ag 
Lordſhip will find Ping fairly and i im- 
partially repreſente; e 
And it may be your 155 ip tay 
have the hike Gr bel ff 87 | 

ply tnay be made tditheſe Pretenſiop 
and to what He hath there: alledg d; j 
upon the: Review whereof your. 1 


/hip will not wonder that ſome Mini- 
Acts of the Church of England found 
themſelxes aggriev'd thereby, or that 
they met together, to make 
Complaints, and to enquire of each 
bother their Thoughts of the Te rms 
of Conformity, which they SUN 
to be ſo much miſtaken... hoſe 
Thoughts being drawn, up into. the 
following Defence, 5 Was perſwaded 
to preſent it to Jour. Lordſhip 3 Ie i is 
not in the leaſt, intended as a Re- 
flection, either upon thoſe excellent 
Perſons, whoſe aſſiſtance Mr. Calamy 
hath made uſe of in compiling this 


Septen, eric ö that Great and 
* 


* 
> \ 1 A ot 3 
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The Epiſt Dang 


| Holy Nlan; hoe. B Book the Kath: 
here undertaken to give us the ſum- 
mary 00 or, upon thoſe others who! 


went uf o any? of. the lame grounds 
y had done, many of whole 
Characters Mr. Cali hath given us 
Zhapter, and whoſe Me- 
mory:we do'lincerely:profeſs to have 


which 


in another 


a ver high” Honour for: But it is 
meerly in our on Defence, who 
have, we hope, from a clear Con- 


viction of C onſcience, been ſatisfid 


to conform to the Efabliſht Church; 
and to free our. ſelves from thoſe Re- 


flections, which Mr. Calamy doth ve- 
ry often inſinuate, and which (to 


ſay the truth) would be very hard 
upon us, in the Senſe of all Men, if 
we were not able to give a juſt and 
fair account of our Practice, which 
we doubt not to be able to do, Mr. 
Calamy's whole diſeourſe on this mat- 


1 from one end to the other, ſeem-· 
| A 3  , 


The Epiſtle Dedicatory. | 


ing to us to be one continued}Miſtes 


preſentatian ofi the Perms of Con- 
formity, which we haye comply;d- 
with: So that thoſe, worthy Perſons: 
bind heavy Burdens on themſelves by 
ſevere and rigid -Interpretatians, 
which, the Law doth. not require; 


and when the plain Conſtruction and: 


Uſe of Words would not only admit, 
but do fairly, call for another Senſe, 
without any Streteh. nForce: 
preted to ariſe from a ſtiff adherence 
to the things in debate, that we make 
this Defence neither; and that-1t may 

not be underſtood to: be intended hy 
us, either tg procure andi confirm an 


unalterable ſtiffneſꝰ in others, whom 
it may concern, to: retain the ſame; 
or to obſtruct an Accommodation of 
Differences amongſt us, by ſuch Con- 
ceſſions as are neceſſary for a Compre- 
balen of fober Bilentere which we 
. = Fu ao 


5 We deſire that it may not be inter- 


{ 


do ſtill moſt paſſionately long, and 
moth eurneſtly wiſh. for. We maỹ T8 
juſtiſie ur ſelves and vindicate inn 
uſe of thoſe: things, which we are 1 
fully, fatish'd of the Lawfulneſs, of; iſ 


* 


yet in compaſſion to our Brethren, | 
who have different Sentiments from ⁴ 
what we have; and for the putting 
an end to thoſe unhappy: Conteſts 
and Animoſities, which have ſo long 
obtain d among us, to the great diſho- 
nour of our Chriſtian Profeſſion, the 
diminution of the Power of Godli- 
neſs, and the great Encouragement 
of Atheiſm, Deiſm and Infidelity; 
and for the promoting of Chriſtian 
Peace and Concord, which would - 
ment of Religion in general, and to 
the Stability, Settlement and Ho- 
nour of our Church in particular: For 
theſe Reaſons We cannot but moſt 
2 171 
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aͤffectionately deſire that there might 


be the Com prehenſton” aforeſaid;- joints 


7 6 
% 


by the Bleſſing of Almighty God, 10 
make us rhe Glory of Chriſtianity, 


an happy People within our ſelves; 
and a terror to our Enemies about 
_ . 1 FER 8 NES ee ee 
üs. And therefore far be it from us 


ever to attempt or do any thing what- 


have the leaſt tendency tothe propa- 
gating or inereafing of our Unchriſti- 
an Breaches. It is to be acknow⸗- 


ledged, that Mr. Calamy hath ſpoken 


very worthily, and with much Reſ- 
pect and Honour of ſeyeral Confor- 
miſts; for which we own our Obli- 
gationF to Him, and I hope: we ſhall 


„ E . K 
not for feit this his good Opinion by 


any thing that will be (aid by us. 
Nothing could ever extart ſo much 


as this Defence from us, but a per- 
ar Rx 


41. yd 
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The Epi ſtle Thilo 

ſwafion-thatit is a juſt Debt, which 
we" ore to Religion it ſelf, and to 
dur own” Chriſtian Reputation, that 
at leaſt it may appear, that we are 
Honeſt Men, to them that diſſent 
from us, and that we do not make 
our Livings and Preferments, the 
Rule of our Minds and Conſcien- | 
6K, St O % + $81 nd 

A Colnprofiention: Was attemptödd 
in the beginning of the Taft Happy 

Reign: We heartily wiſh that ĩt ma 

be again reaſſum'd under the Auſpi- 
cious Government of Her preſent Mai 
jeſty, and that it might be once tal 
ken into Effectual Conſideration by 
that Auguſt Aſſembly, which is ſhort- 
ly to meet, and of which, we hape, 
your Lordſhip will be a very illuſtri- 
ous Member, and an happy Inſtrument 
to to promote the ſame. 

It may be pefhaps objected, that 
it is uncertain what the Diſſenters 
nber would 


The Epiſtle Dedicatory. 
Would have, or what may be neceſ- 

w 1 0 be dene, for the promoting 

nd p F 08 d But for this it 
deed but be ha. what Mr. 
Galamy p. 655. bath faid, "that the con⸗ 
ceffions made by the 30 Biſhaps, and Di- 
ines that met in the 5 Jeruſalem Cham- 
ber, A. 1689. with, ſuch an allowance 
in the point of Orders, as is made 13 
Eliz. ch. 12. would walls probability have 
brought intwo T birds of all b be Diſſenter 
in England. Of theſethirty one half 
are at preſent Living, — Biſhops in 


this Church, ſo that the een Up 
very well known. 


1 ſhall here give your Londbip no 
farther trouble: But praying that 
your Lord/bip. may long continue, as 
you have began to be, an Qrnament 

and Pattern of all Wiſdom and Vir- 
tue in that Church, to which: you be- 
= long, in humble Confidence of your 

Fob . 
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The Epiſte Dedicatory. | 
Lordſhip's favourable Interpretation 


1 
5 | of this bold and preſumptuous Ad- 
& | dreſs from an unknown Perſon, I on» 


. ly add, that I am 

4 Your Lordſhip's 

e Mioſt Humble and moſt 

g Obedient Servant 


Jobn Olhyfe. 
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5 Zjected Miniſters, and et the 
4 defy gn of this Defence. P. 2 
＋ " main Queſtion. propos'd;. 1 the 
Raule, on which the Determination of 
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of Baptiſi * nn D = uch. 26 
Of the Uſe ef Godfather: ang Godmo- 


others. . 32 
Of! denyi zying Bapti ſn m to them that want 
them. p. 40 


of the Sign of the Groſs uſed in or after 


aptiym. F-. 43 
Of Tn fn at the Lord? 1 Ml P-. 54 


Of the A pprobation of the three Orders, 
Bio? Prieſts and Deacons. p. 58 
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The Contents. 
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G the Uſe Je of the Old Tranſlation of the 
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ito the i 


3Han Creed... Nh p. 79 


of denying the Holy ens them, 


who ure not confumd. Pi $2 
of the Oath of Canonical C Obedience. b. 84 
the Excommunicaring Canons. p. 96 
* Adminiſtring the Communion to them 
that do nat kneel. FP. 99 
Re th — ; from: this Fu- 
p. 100 
Of the. Surplicte. P. 101 
4 3 all C bildren without ercep- 
tion that are offered. P. 102 


of keeping private Faſts, P. 103 


iving in the Names f the! duden 
nin tothe: _— P. 905 
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2 A Defence of Miniſterial Conformity 
The former ſort being moſt oppoſite to 

the Nonconformilts in their Jud and 

generally Strangers to them in their converſe, 


have very warmly«rmandged: their: Giſhrds 
againſt. them; Which have rene 
with $5 much ea perk 0 


4.0 4 

Nbnheon te 13x By & ag | 
tavtons 0 schee, Meld 
fill!d too much on; biith 1 hee 
and Mifrepreſerifations " Adrerfarics : 
Not many of the latter Ge een Wil- 
ling to concern themſelves in the cn * 

„bur Have citeſmted 0 
ni ſatistpd in theirs r 
a fair cot reſpohdence WR 1 1 
for their company Ut [+ K de bee 
ready td do py ; 
2tion grid Petce, — — NE 1 
to defend themſelbes and theft G practite 
(as they Conceive they are Aur Ra hr 8 
lte ele ze cf e 
ther with others have em | 
deſire/that theſe dc RAPE Pr 

1. That as *they had: no Ha 1 
tous Impeſstions Cem̃plaift' of wy 
Nonconformilts , ſo the ** 72 ; Fett 
nor Will to the Ker 2 {ins 
of them Have done all hey: U EO reve 
them, when the Govertivurs HIVE fatle 4 — 

Ms he towards ſuck æ thing; we 0 
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1 e Eel? put 
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Fe, 
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ot ther den Y — Mr Cals Jam, con- 
1 1 0 : 


who vil 6 5 6 dae Wee, 
Nea d, Diſcours'd, Au! Pro / 0 fbr 1 
Arte 1 a Conformity 3 and TU 140 pe” 


thereof 151 Bd, none. have 
100 e d and maten dee they. * 


5 Foe they have had and Tee 4 
MM elk et 99 > jigs tot rfons 
F the E ere iniſters :; nd bathe * wie 
Mit ee, which Mr. Calomy My uld be 
2 05 upon nfortaation to Ledi ifs, they 
high y approve « of tlie. C Haracters which Mf. 
Calany hath: given of them and thank him 
for them; % many of Which they an 9 1 
ſeribe to upon their own Knowledge; 
many of chem are faken from the Wodtke 


and 67 5 of U the Cönformiſts. bey are 


ready to own What their Brother, ſaid of 
one of tliem quoted by Mr. Calama P. 331 

and could e it Of n map) more, that it 
had been alone worth 41 A 70 x ef on to 
have Included the ſinalle( gumher of fo valu- 


able7 man. ; Indeed nal the preſent Miniſters 


Bnee riſen, up. aon the N onconformiſts, 
1980 cannot eſteem. their caſe. the ſame with 
. that, f Fe. el jected Miniſters, nor theit Age 
to ay 9g oe); to require, tlie fagte Reve- 
rence; Yet. Foul 7 e 4 fair cor- 
„„ feſporidetice 


4 A 122 of Mininde 2, on ormity 
reſpondence 5 5 them: But ag to the 1 
Perm they have reverenced_ their Perſons 
for their Age, Learning, and Miniſterial 
Abilities ; ivers few: them owe much 10 their 
good Inſtructions, have had recqurſe to 
them in their Doubts ; have bewailed. the 
loſs that Fhe! Ct had by their i ilencing, 
and' the places where they liv'd by their 
death, w when now they. are almoſt all gone 
off the Stage.. Thus far then, there is = 
matter of Difference or Controverſ 
Pets Mr. e and 91 who 2 
ollowing Defence againſt his Miſrepre ent 4i- 
ons of 155 Terms of Gee, * mT ul 
And tomake it appear that it is a bare 85 
fence of themſelves and their own PraRice 
that is hereby intended, They do, „ 1. lay 
aſide all conſideration of the Terms of Con- 
formity that are now expir d; or whetein 
N now are not concern ꝗ particular. 
as to the Renouncing of the C ouenant and 
11 ordination. It being ſufficient for them 
to manifeſt to the World, that what they have 
done, and others are now call'd todoin 288 7 
formity, is fairly vindicable from the ſtrange 
gloſs tllat Mr. Calam puts upon it. 2. They 
Wave the Conſideration how far any of the 
 Ejebted Minifers did agree with Mr. Calamy 
- intheir Apprehenſions of the Terms of Con- 
| formity, or how far they did well or _ in 
their 
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im, (whic 1 wasth about 
the Lang) anch ich, 2 5 
and val the 105 and 4 


te NT. s ground lefs * againſt * 1 5 


"thouſand Mini yet it cannot b 1 
"That the Halt and . which 1 5 


{ nir'd, Was A eat. Harglh 40 r 
though 19 050 be 7 t 8 i Pia 
rhe Copies of kevin 


"Books, yet bad Mee 1177 7 Þ 
weigh, 55 maven in cane 5 Fg 
Were not yet. written to expl ain he mer 


doubted of. xr it came to paf los 6 


Brea. POP) with, the-Terms 
4 WR 5 5 re 59 5 as WS 1 Da 
ee, is ET. the hams hames 


"That they, d Wa -withm — 1 hi 
"- e 
-nor gegpyer:; Thc walk be le 75 
Ji 1955 of len, a. might; aa the 

1 Ev] her obey. are; 10 theſe they 
Tk 15 te. 1955 / fferenge of egi nents 45 
lou 7% do 
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her thi7s among jt i emſelves; 


f a W hether 2h Y Ar F ducation, 
8 fate, "Caftorn or what- 


ever 


omplexion, 


CE K» —— 2 


"— Ki Engl 2 


not free ghemſelves from. 
95 us zin, man of them, 
wee Srate-all; FS: interned 
wich Ds fene Nene ADE g. miglu 
4 wughts: and 
chi is Ty exagnd 5 55 din it is, 
that in and After 4 _ 1 (# nd during 
un led times, ct. 1:4 Figs ne, Im- 
ert arne had k en vehement! 4 55 
Pos d and run, d A they were almoſt 
prerengaged againſt t ben Jome by folemn 
Covenant thquglit them elves ae op- 
paſc them: Ke elder of thei | had been perſo- 
nally engag d in the removing ebenen 
Written and Preach'd againſt them, and 
thought a . Tranſgreſfiop to build, again what 
they had pluck'd down, applying the Apoſtles 
ward 3 Ie Jaunger ſort had 
been 5 up from the firſt entrance into the 
work of the Miniſtry 1 in the diflike of the 
wine Jane dee and could pat X. a ſudden 
get aver allighgle Impreſft — chat time hal 
qnade pon hem. Beſides all this, They were 
nat a little pr eee nt the Perſons ho 
then —— Helm, Ang Who were the 
Inſtrumegts in tho litions. The Bi- 
ſhops.and other Royali 
lar Reſeatments — them; Theyt had 
before bean turn'd gs: qtzthar Lixings an 
* * 


"op en 5 i 


| 7 
or lege arę ſuch as the * wiſe 


s bad hel partiou · 


8 AD Defence of Miniſterial Conformity, 
Dignities; all bf them were not equally rea- 
dy to forgive; but no getring the upper 
ground, they with too much bitterneſs re- 
fus'd the Accommodation that Was offer d-. 
ſome are ſaid even tobe defirgys to get rid 
of thoſe Men ho had been favoured before 
by the Enemies of the Royal party. Now | 
when the Miniſters that afterwards were e- 8 
jetted thus look'd upon the Bifnops and Impo—- ! 
j 
f 
{ 


ſers as their Enemies, what wonder if even 
good Men miſtruſted all they faid and did; 
and thought thoſe things to be evil which 
Men whom they apprehended to be their 1 
Adverſaries on purpoſe contriv'd as againſt t 
them Theſe Prejudice, were inereasd b t 
the difappointment Which they met with o 
from the Court. They had been forward e. 
(ſeveral of them) in bringing back the King, It 
and had been flatter'd by ſeveral great Men u 
that the King was for the Covenant. They 10 
had a Declaration from Breda, and another I 
after the King's Return in their favour: But I tt 
now When the Court. was ſettled and they V 
found themſelves diſcountenanced and even | v 
contemmd; that together with the Court I] Tt 
tliere came in a floud of Debauchery, and I hi 
all Religion was by ſome Men raid at as i. 

a Fagaticiim; and the name Presbyterian ſuc- Ila 


Py 


cseded to that of Puritan, as a by-word in II. 
ane to ridicule ſome 0 
o! 


+>. | 1 >: 23 
the Mouths of the Pr 
EE LOTS ! * 5 
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1 the Chr of Englund, 5g 
of the moſt ſerious and God] y Perſons in't 

Land; They were invincibly prejudic't ad 
gainſt the Men, and againſt the Impoſitions 
tor the fake of the Impoſers. And if iever 


I Prejudices might be ſupposd to ſway" the 
Tunes of wiſe Men (as we 2 
| ce. they do) no wonder ſo many and'{6 
: great ones were able to do it now; And if 


it be ſaid, that many of theſe Prejudices were 
juſt, for our parts we do not oppoſe it ; when 
ſtumbling blocks are laid in the way, it is 
ſad both for them that give and take tlie 
Offence, But if it be ſaid further, why did 
they not comply afterwards; When by time 
theſe Prejudices might be ſuppoſed td wear 
off? Why on the contrary, hen they had 
examin'd and weigh'd the matters in Cot 
troverſy, did they ſtill continue averſe there- 
unto? To this it may be anfiwerd, that the 
Cauſe of theſe Prejudices ſtill continud, and 
F ome things ſuperadded daily increaſed 
it: chem: For, not to conſider ho far” good 
y Men may ſtand upon a point of Honour, 
n hen they apprehend themſelves'wronpd, 
rt I [here were other things that muſt needs 
d linder the wiſeſt Men from making ſo exact 
as Judgment of theſe things as they might It | 
c- lave done under other Circumſtances. 18 
n here were Ill-deſigning Men that on put i | 
e ooſe widen'd the Breach, and continually il | 
of W-:i 1 ſow'q | 
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bo A Defence of Miniſterial Conformity 
b low Fa new eds of Diſcord. Popiſh Ad 
YVerſariss-hep'd-by keeping up the diviſion, to 
Ran at long gun a toleration for themſelves 
Foginians and Deiſts did deſigu hereby to 
geſtroy all Chureh- power and Diſcipline; 


e . 2 


ame carpal. Politicians intended hereby to 
old. a Balagce between two Parties, Which 


hey could uſe aby turns for their Stateein- 

grigues. What Lies were induſtriouſly ſpread 
_ abroad gnjbothy ſides, What little Arts were 

Aszd by theſe or other Enemies to beget a 
Hrangeneſs between the Confurmiſts and 
Monconformiſts, we lift not to remember 
Krirepeat, though we would not ſeem to 
F8llect upon the!EjeQed Miniſters, any o- 
Sher wiſe than for ſuch Frallties as are com- 
n to the Beſt of Men, yet we mult ſay, 
that ſthreſe Ill-deſigning Men liave made Tools 
tall ſorts and Parties, if by any means they 
| £@uld-defiroy Jus all. Add to this; the; con- 
MinuabExa eration. which theſe: G9od »Men 
Wer with fromotlieir ſuſterings: Being caſt 
Hut fiche Church, they; were ſoon rank'd 
uh Fanaticks and the moſt hairbrain'd Se 
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Hanes ; taken upewith them without diſtin bi 
Aion tor Plots againſt the Governmient'afieYſ -* 


Hennar's: riſing: Ichis brought on Acts again 
their Religious Meetings under the name 0 
-Conventicles,by/which they ſuffer'd much 1! 
1 Eſtates and * 

"#70. The 
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| Eng e chufch of Eügland. tt 
Y 1 were dür ways. to- make" Cant 
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iv 0 we ae 2 pre the name of "the 
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" bi reh to RN 9 to 490 n 
5 ig if" they © were Enegni Pr 

* reaching „ns 40 08 he 
* bang x rheir "ptefildices date a. thus ahh 
q eprogchfül Books wrikf 


e were 8 b 101 | f 
a 2255 ae ets by e | 
4 15 Sr aro, the 175 8 Hie g 
* eee 22 15 75 many of which j 
. 1 we i CH beer as we Kan J. been | 
m. tliguptic,off, rift 05 Years. he dt? "af | 
m- Uh d. 57 Dh * 27 595115 * 15 1 
e bee As wel Ge me | 
% ae, that it. -doth no emer, 


Non onfart lifts Mete ae of Fact 
An e ky renconj ona eb n 10 
155 Lawful when commanded by 
Sovernours, ſeeing they had all theſe fur 
bling-blocks dic in their way: So we my 
tell Mr. ee on the other "ide, that it J 
oot tollow'r buy the Terms of Conforft y 
Were 5 ny and ap lawful, becauſe theſe & 
and Ho 10 them. or ſome” 5 
them, Wat 9 9 y under ſuch" viglent 
Prejudices N 7070 dellions; Nor r 
He to make ſuch RieRions upon them it 
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* to the Eflabliſh't 9 . 
when S 18 755 alt 1 

now as it was then, (as 1 85 be 

and When the Perſons : NOW.. 12 ED 


not in the ſame... cir n 7 | 
worthy Men, that Ae 5 Fes 
What 43 5 


not now under the Prepo ns 
lid; we have had time to Trad. 

n written on both ſides me e 
hat advantage the Enemy hath ma 
eks.to. make, of our Diviſions ;,.we "have 
kn 0 a Bulwark the 270 of Ez F 
DE * at ore aceab avi 
LY intheHig 115 lace obs Ph 
heſe things diſp ole peg: mi to think bet- 
455 of the thin S than Men 

oder, 1 A 1 dices: bef we nam'd 
conld do; and bein Sid; 1 55 
lea) 12 into t the ſl Vi: VR C 
| jon, How, t be Terms ef, 177 
4% be under 
e ſometimes to kek that 
0 opinion of ſome great Men, eſpecially if 
hot contenders. 1977 the impoſitions, Thould 
GRE: 5 55 this mate, . 503... He 

. Fells F. of. one Dr. $ Bagh which if 
- true Noe make the Doc ctor ſufficiently 
a Uo, ED it not that Mr. V e 


5 in his sehr, 7771 epreſenes. jm Jong Fc 
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tothe Church f Er ne und. 
5 1 eee by j . great — 


10 nur From à Piſtracted ed Man's mals: 
0 ing bene Ee rajey to be a from drvine 3ni 


Halion and 8 irrational deſcants th 
the the Office » f Matrimony, Mr. C. — is pleaſeg 


þ man fy ayer Book rendered thaw che de 
ah fois e Teſs fond of it: "Bur what at if 
d Men Rave made an 1401 of concelvid Pray 
ind 100, mulk we therefore rejsckir? Sure we 
e MN are; the Bedi C | Common Prayer doth ing 
LY ook} own it ſelf to be 


8 an humane compoſi 
a 17 the Preface to it, deſires; that Jath ja 
Wo Fi 4 favourable conflruttion> ſhould be alowed' 
ch. it, 45 in cOmmion equity ty oig ht ©; fo be 

1 475 humane Writings Which we: re 
en Calamy to take notice of, in the ww if 
1d art Another Doctor Mr. g — . n attic 
ye vith a greater Commendation from Pap 
11 or from Mr. 


Hkeury in the ma in. 
15 hey ee 8 
Qed on” for deali 


leclares ſo at 
onl ph e — infin. 


if Mens rn pp) 


14 4 Den; of Miniſro - 
ſfhew. how. hard | 4.90 uniuſt 5 65 be. B 
we: mult. once for it cell. ala 

thele ſtiff Mens Opinion. 1s: 
Rule to us, and if We prove il 

Nes us a latitmie by which. % Terms of 
Conformity. are, rendtec more wh, 2 We 
gugin to repreſent them , and. ict. ee 
in due light. But we. on aid that Mr. 

fem to malie the judgment of theſe 

if Men our: Rule to uaderſtand the 5505 5 
in diſpute by, but real the Rule 4125 
by; 18, ane nem the worſt a 

Gel: conſtraQion)31pon the, wards. of the 
Subſcriptions. and Dechrations and the 
things TubErabad.cor that the. words. wil 
poſſibly bear , it is not Bee 48, if Mr. 
2 did formally lay down ſuch. a Rule, 
bun it will appeat under cyery. Paragraph 
re ET ber, He 
Dita on the contrary x lay down * 
and ſtand toit, that it is moſt reaſo- 
gable and the duty of every: Chriſtian to put 
the beſt and moſt candjd onſtruction ufo 
the Declarations, Subſcriptions and thi 
ſuhſoribed fo, that the words will properſj 
and fairly beat; and chat it is a & t evi 
and highly unteaſonable when, 2 will 
admit of à double _ (wither 
is by Law or Cuſtom determin 0 


ene 0 chuſe tlie worſt and moſt, 5 
n 


/ \wnfo\the Chureh: of England. * 2$ 


enable. This Rule by wicdaididowy, is . 
Fraud by the Apoſtle's great- Raw, of. Chir 
\ NN rity which is likewiſe the law: pf -Juſkj 
Bl Charity, faith He, ibinkith-0 eur lea 
12 Lp (all: things , Th Tas 
© I biddeth ev ſunbiſing as the) great auff 
n II all:ſrifes ahd debates; and: it may beothus 
= © argued; if we mit put the beſt.conftruction 
le chat \we. flirty: can upon ur -Ne1ghtbouss 
gs Words and ions anuelymoreare we bone 
Is todo ſ when a, whole (Auidelz ig epncern; 
r. add whèn. the Gharity is toi be exereis d- 
würds our Governonrs, aud ard a ndr. 
ber of Perfors whom Werbclitwe to be Higly 
andGootti} 3ignoms N hol offs 40 519 
This Rule is farther confirnid; frembvigs 
neceſſity as to alloſubſcriptions Whatſoeverz 
without which there could: he no agreement 
nor owning! any thing in common ann 
Men. It hath: — thought à femarkahł 
Providence, and à ſtep: towards Unlen (he- 
ever Mr. Calan comes to 8 it) chat 
the — have 10 
ſubſeribe 36 of the XXIX. py ba 
which they cannot de wathout the Raile 
laid down by us, hat mt nrigt, put n N 
e fruition upon them tat men wi bear. 
Well Inſtance in one or t ]WWÜ¹WZ 
The erghth Articlè is ſabieribid by che Not» 
M__—— þ 2 Mr. Clan ka ving fer- 
gotten 


E ceof Mini iniſterial Conformity 
Potter, doth briug in "lis complaint againſt 
dhe matter contain d therein in a large Para 

aph. p. 521. In this —— repreſonting 

perhaps few could ſubſcribe! it; in our 
Way both Conformiſts and Nonconforimiſts 
have actually done it. The other Article, 
which' we'll name, is the Third , which is 
Wholly-about'our Belief of Chriff*s deſcent in. 
70 Fel.” Now if one were to try M. Calany' 
way of interpreting Subſcriptions, we mean, 
by which He acts all along, one muſt aſſert 
that the meaning muſt: needs be, Ih. | He 
deſcended into the Hell of the dammea; both be. 
cauſe this is the moſt common and obvious 

Senſe of the Word Hell amongſt the People; 
and that it ſeems to be the ſenſe of the com. 
pilers of the Articles, inſomuch that in the Har 
M. SS. copy of the Articles ſigt'd hy both I th 
Houſes of Convocation, and now in the Li- I fit 
Brarv of 'C E: C. in Cambriuge there are ad- ¶ ca 
ded to the Article, as it ſtands now, theſe I. 
words following, for his body lay in the Grave thi 
till the 'Reſurrettion:, but bis Saul being ſepa · Nas 
gute from his body, remuin d with the Spiril, ¶ tu- 
whith were deus in Priſons that i to ſ% Nin 

2 Tell. To this ſome will add, that this . tha 
- pinion of the loral Deſcent into the Hell f i Yar: 
damned hath Antiquity of its ſide; and that H ber 
the ſenſe we now underſtand it in, is no El- N bou 
det than Archbiſhop Uſber, whoſe judgmentYly | 
122708 h | 
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tis ſo commonly now followed: Then com- 
a pare this Article with Art. 8. where menti- 


ig on is made of two Creeds in which this 
ur Clauſe is that rhey ought thowowlp to be lelied 1 
ts N ed and may be proved by moſt. certain warrant of 18 
le, | Holy: Scriptare, yet do the Nonconformiſts l 
is M join with Us in ſubſcribing this Article by | 
in. the Rule by us laid down, viz: in the moſt 

unexceptionable Senſe that the words are 

capable of, though perhaps not the moſt ob- 

vious. Now. if Mr. Ca/amy. will allow us 1 

to extend our Rule ſo far as to ſubſcribe con- A 


ſcientiouſly this third Article (Which he 
muſt do becauſe we ſuppoſe he hath ſubſerib- ii 
ed it himſelf,) then perhaps we ſhall-not 8 
have occaſion to ſtrein the Rule ſo much in 
any one inſtance again. This Rule being 
thus grounded on Scripture, and the-Neces: 'I 
ity of the thing, vir. that no ſubſcription | 
can be made without it, we need not add, | 
That it is highly reaſonable; becauſe as to | 
things conſulted of by great Bodies of Men, 
as (ſuppoſe) two Houſes of Parliament or 
two Houſes of Convocation (as the things 
in Controverſy were) it is to be preſumed 
that in compoſing and paſſing ſuch Offices, 
Articles, or Declarations, the ſeveral Mem- 
bers had differing Sentiments, each Man a- 
bounding in his on Senſe, if he could fair- | 
ly recongile the words tliereunto : which — | 

2 4588 | EE: | | Doctoral | | 
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Dottoral Interpret ation (as a moderate Non- 
conformiſt calls it) anſwers the Objection 
from our being tyed up too rigorouſly by 
the Senſe of the Impoſers; which is impoſſi- 
ble to be known, unleſs they declare their 
Senſe; or unleſs we can ſuppvſe that ſuch great 
Bodies of Men had all the ſame Sentiments 
in the matter. This Rule, ſo many ways 
eonfirm'd, is all that is neceſſary to be grant. 
ed in our defence of the Terms of Conformity, 
Viz. That the beſt Senſe is to be put upon the Di- 
clarations, Subſcriptions, and things {ubſcrib 
that the words will fairly bear. And if it ſhall 
Moreover. appear that this Senfe is the moſt 
eaſie and obvious, and that the other Senſe 
Which Mr. Calam would puton theſe things 
is 5 1 55 and ſtrain'd, then will = 
preſent Defence appear yet more to be 
grounded on -Charity , Reak „ and Ne 
We come now to apply this Rule to th 
Terms of Conformity, in the Method pro 
pounded and obſerv'd by Mr. Calamy, leav 
ing out the Reordination as not relating t 
our Defence and referring him for that t 
. what Mr. John Humphreysa pious and Ages 
Nonconformiſt hath written on that Subject 
in a treatiſe by it ſelf in 129. ſothat 
I. The firſt thing and indeed moſt inſiſte 
on, eſpecially ſince the Renunciation of . 
SY 7M Cover 
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1 Covenant fell, is the Declaration of Aſſent and il 
n Conſent to all and every thing containd ana pre- 
y ſcrißd in the Book of Common Prayer To 
59 which is added the Subſcription requir'd by 


ir the XXXVI Canon, That the Common Pray. 

at © contains nothing contrary to the Mord of God, 

* that it may lam fully be! uſed and that they them. 

vs ſelves will "uſe it, &c. The latter of theſe, 

viz, the Subſcription is mention'd under 

ſome of the particular paſſages excepted a- 
gainſt which ſhall be conſider'd in the pro- 
per places; and though he doth not' make 
any Exception againſt it at firſt, yet it may 
not be improper to hint concerning this what 
is more largely to be "inſiſted on as to the 
Declaration, that though it may be fairly vin- 
dicated as to all the Particulars excepted a- 
gainſt; that though ſome ſhould be accus'd 

as doubtful and uncertain, yet none of them 
will be found Contrary to the Word of God; 
yet it ſeems reaſonable 'that-we are not to 
extend the Words to particular Propoſitions 

in the Book, but to the Iajunctions therein, 

_ viz, that there is nothing requir'd of us to 
be us'd therein, which is contrary to the 
Word of God: and fo the next Words do ex- 
preſly explain it, that it ay Lawfilly.be nfed, 
and that the Subſcribers wil ſe it, exclufive- 
ly of all other Liturgies whielvthe!Bobk tells 

us were foßmerly dips in ſeveral parts of 
r 217: angrriaghe 
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the Land, ſecundum uſum Bangor, ſe cuudum 


uſum Sarum, &c. We do not find that this 
is much conteſted, we ſhall therefore come 


to the Declaration and Mr. Calamy's Repre- 


ſentation of it, and his application of it fo 


explain'd to the ſeveral paſſages in the Book 
of Common Prayer. Under every Head he 
ſeems to us to lye under very groſs Miſtakes ; 
Our buſineſs will be to follow the fafer Rule 
before laid down, and to give a better ac- 
count of the Declaration and then of the ſe- 
veral paſſages in the Liturgy excepted a- 
gainſt - 1315 | | 105 
Firſt, As to the Declaration it ſelf. Mr. 
Calamy p. 505 makes the Deſign of it to be 
to Teſtify their hig heſt Juſtification and Commen- 


dation of every point and ſyllable, every Rite 


and Ceremony, every matter and thing contain d 


in the whole Book and in every Page and Line of 


it, The Injuftice of ſuch a Declaration he 


goes on to aggravate, and brings in the je- 


iting Story of a poor diſtracted Man as the 
only proof of it. But let Mr. Calamy ſeri- 
ouſly conſider, whether excepting his Dr. 
Swazlin, he knows of any one Conformiſt in 
Eneland that ever. made the Declaration in 
this Senſe ? and if he does not, whether that 
be yet @ ſufficient Prejudice againſt it? But 
it there be another and a better Senſe to be 
put upon this Declaration then by the Rule 

N before 
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before confirm d. We are bound by all the 
Laws of Charity and Juſtice to underſtand 
it in that better Senſe; and if after informa- 
tion any do again inſiſt upon this bad and ex- 
ploded Senſe, they break thoſe laws of Cha- 
rity, the very bond of Peace, and are guilty of 
manifeft-Injuſtice towards their Governours 
and their Brethren. Now to put a better 
Senſe on this Declaration, one muſt con- 
WS Lhe kt 3 
1. What is meant by anfeigned Aſſent and 
Conſent. Indeed all Aſſent and Conſent muſt 
be unfeigned. A Man may make a feigned 
Declaration or Profeſſion of his Aſſent, when 
he doth not really do it: But if he doth indeed 
Aſſent and C —— 5 it muſt be unfeignediy. So 
that it is only the Aſſent and Conſent that we 
are firſt to enquire the meaning of. And 
here one may obſerve, that they are Law 
terms and us'd in an Act of Parliament drawn 
up by Lawyers who do not diſtinguiſh of 
theſe words as ſome do, that the Aſſent re- 
ſpects the Act of the VUnderſtanding and the 
Truth of the thing; the Conſent reſpects the 
Act of the Mill and the goodneſs of the thing. 
Our Laws uſe theſe words promiſcuouſly to 
mean the fame thing. Dr. Falkozer obſerves 
that ſome Statutes are ſaid to be made by 
and with the Aſſem of the Lords Spiritual and 
Temporal, as generally all from the days 
FF C 3 017145 ONE 8 of 


22 A Defence of Miniſterial Conformity | 
of Edw. I. to Hen. VII. Others are by and 
with the Conſent of the Lords Cc. as gene- 
rally from Queen Eliæabeths days; ſome by 
and with the 4ſſezt and Conſent of the Lords, 
Cc. as 1. Jac. C. 2. and 21 Jac, C. 2. and 
iris wolf ate! for Lawyers ro put.tn thaoy 
Words, of the {ame Signification, as in the 
beginning of the Oath. of Abjuration, 1 do 
truly and ſincerely acknowledge , profeſs, te 
and declare. This being remembred, for 
farther Explication, Aſſent and Conſent may 
be conſidered two Ways. 1. There is an 
abſolute Aſſent and Conſent to any thing 
for the intrinſick goodneſs of the thing it ſel}, 
and every part thereof, and fitneſs above all 
others to be uſed, 9 2 any conſideration 
or reſpect to any other thing =_ without 
to ſway our Approbation. Perſons. may 
thus aſſent and. conſent to much of the Com- 
mon Prayer, but none, 20 all and every: thing 
therein: it being 3:08 common. Senſe that 
ſo many Men ſhould be all of the ſame mind 
in ſo many Particulars. . 2. There is there. 
fore a repective and comparative Aſſent and 
_ Conſent, wo a Parent, that dillikes a mate 
on ſome Accounts, may yet in other teſpett 
andtoavard greaterliconyeniencies unteign 
Za e bach nec ig ern 
Du 
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they who diſlike the wording of ſome thing 
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4 n the Liturgie and are perſuaded that it may 
d be alter d for the better, and ſome things 

e- made more ſuitable to Edification, may yer 

Ni in the preſent Circumſtances chuſe touſe it; 1 
ls, and being perſuaded of the lawfulneſs of the | 
ad i enjoyn'd may unteignedly aſſent and 
f 
he 
do 


conſent thereunto, and judge it nuch better 
and more Eligible to uſe it, than by refuſal to 
: loſe the legal opportunity of exerciſing their 
. Miniſtry; or to ſhew themſelves difobedi- 
5 ent to Authority; or to endanger the breach 
lav of Peace, Unity and Order. This reſpective 
an and qualiffd Aſſent and Conſent is a proper 
in Aſſent and Conſent, and all that is neceſſary 
elf, or indeed poſſible. This will appear more 
all plain by conſidering, 2. What is meant by 
- all and every thing to which they are to declare 
their Aſſent and Conſent. And this is con- 
tinually aſſerted to be underſtood only of al 
things enjoin'd to be asd and prattis'd. by 
them who make the Declarati- | LS 
on *. Now as the former ex- W. e 
plication. of the words Aſſent lock's Cb. unig p. 
and Conſent doth prove them bag Wa nar of 
not to ſignifie the higheſ? jaſti- Mes = 
fication of the things theme _ 
| ſelves, fo this account of all and ewery thing 
will make it appear, not to be extended 70 
every point and ſyllable , &c. as Mr. Latlamy 
hath repreſented it. It will cafily be obſer- 
* Co 9 ed 
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ved how many Objections againſt the Com- 
mon Prayer this will prevent and cut off, 
when 1t is underſtood that by at and every 
thing is meant all and every thing that is to be 
us'd and practis'd. Now this will appear, 
partly, by the words of the Declaration it 
{elf, which is to aſſent and conſent to all and 
every thing contained and preſcribed ; it is not 
ſpoken, disjunctively contain d 02 preſerit”d, 
but conjunctly by a particle that neceſſarily 
couples them; ſo that if they be things con- 
tained but not preſcribed, the Aſſent and Con- 
ſent doth not reach them. This appears 
more fully from the deſign of the Act, and 
this not only of the Act in general, which is 
Uniformity of practice, but of this part of the 
Act in particular, as any one may ſee by the 
words immediately foregoing. To the end 
that Uniformity in the publick Worſhip of Goa 
(which is ſo much deſir*d may be ſpeedily Effeited, 
Be it enathed that every Perſon, &c. ſhall read 
Morning Prayer aud after ſuch reading ſhall o- 
peu) and publickly declare his unfeigned Aſſent 
and Conſent to the uſe of all things contain d and 
preſcrib'd in theſe words, and no other, J A. B. 
do declare, &c. If after all Mr. Calamy ſhould 


ſay, that theſe words are capable of another 


Senſe, in Which he and others underſtand 
them and therefore refuſe the Declaration. 
It may be anfwer'd, that not only is this 


Senſe 
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Senſe more fair, unforc't, agreeable to the 
Senſe of the Law by conſidering the connesi- 
on of the Declaration with what goes before, 

but if any perſon deſires to expreſs his mind 

nn this matter at the making this Declaration, 

He needs only recite the words of the Act 

and ſpeak thus. Having read Common prayer 

tan required to declare my Aſſent and Conſe 

to the uſe thereof. Accordingly I do declare why 

anfeigned Aſſent and Conſent to the Ale f al 

and every thing contain d and preſcrib'd therein, 
in theſe words and no other. I A. B. &c. and 
if after information Mr. Calamy perſiſts to 
charge the Declaration with the Abſurdities 
that his Explication makes it full of, then 
walks he not Charitably, or juſtly, but acts 
contrary to the Method laid down by the Aa- 
poſtle and obſerv'd by himſelf in the ſubſcri- 

bing other things. 17% 27:2 2900 

Secondly, Having conſidered the Decla- 
ration it ſelf and found it thus miſrepreſented 
by Mr. Calamy, we come to the particular 
paſſages with reſpect to which he denies it to 
be lawful to make the Declaration. Here 
we cannot but complain of unfair dealing in 
that ſeveral of the things mention'd are not 
preſcrib*d or enjoinꝰd; and others which are 
part of what is preſcrib'd to be uſed are quite 
miſtaken as to the Senſe and meaning of 
them. We ſhall go over them all and — 
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cluaration require the owning their real Regent 


26 A Defence of Miniſterial Conformity 
low. Mr. Calamy in the order in which lie ſets 
them do ẽwWw m. NN . 
. He ſaith, The Subſcription and Declara- 
tion requir'd the owning the Doctrine of the Real 
Regeneration and conſequent Salvation of them 
tat are Baptiæ d, whether the perſons baptized 
were qualiſi d Subjects of Baptiſm , yea or 10. 
In this Paragraph he ſuppoſeth and aſſerts 
«that Miniſters are oblig*d to baptize all Co- 
mers without a liberty of refuſing the Chil- 
dren of Infidels, &c. which is a groſs mi- 
ſtake, and ſhould have been here ſet right, 
but that Mr. Calamy hath made it an Excep- 
tion by it ſelf p. 529. and is to be anſwer'd 
-when we come to it. But that infants of 
thoſe who! profeſs faith in our Lord Jeſu 
- Chrift are proper Subjects of Baptiſm is own'c 
.on' both ſides ; The Queſtion before us is a 
bout the Privilege they receive thereby. Mr 
 Caltiy aſſerts that the Subſcription and Di 


ration and conſequent Salvation, For the la 
ter, He cites the Rubrick at the end of th 
Office of Baptiſm , That it is zertain by t 
Word of God that Children which are baptis' 
ding before they commit actual Sin are 1 
2 be ſaued. To which it might be ar 
-fwer'd that this is no part of what 1 ay 
for our uſe, and conſequently our Aſſent 


uſe What is preſcribd and our Subſcripn! 
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that the Book 5 lawfully be us doth not 
reach this; Mr. Calamp muſt Mill be minded 
of this as we go along. Buy apple that 
this were requir'd to be afſente | to, What 
hath He to fay againſt it ? Why he faith, 


i were well if The place were quoted, for they 


know of no ſuch word in Scripture. No? 
Why then we will quote the place, and ſhew 
him ſuch a word. Mart 10. 14. Suffer lit- 
Zh 21 r Aon oO Dor 

tle Children to come unto ine, for of ſuch is the 


Kingdon of Heaven, Dr. Colin; inthe Suppl. 
to Mr. PooPs Annot. faith, 2% may be meant 
of the Kingdom of Grace, or Kinzdom of Glory, 


and adds Children goe to Heaven as well 4 
grown Perſons, why then they are undoubtedly 
ſaved, and it is certain by this word of God dur 
Saviour. Now we imagine Mr. Calamy will 


cry out, what is this to 4 Children? Doth 
this Text ſay, that the Children of Pagans, Ma- 


homet ans and Jews are all ſav*d, if 4 Chriſtian 
Congueror baptizeth them and tilleth them all 


when he hath done? No, indeed, this Text 


doth not fay ſo; nor doth the Rubrick fa 
ſo, nor mean ſo, nor without the maniſe 
breach of the Rule laid down can be wite- 
drawn toit. It faith only, and our Lord 
faith the ſame, that Children i. e. Some Chil- 
dren are undoubtedly ſavd. The Com- 


pilers of the Liturgie never dreamy of ſuch 


oppoſition from Proteſtants , and perhaps 


might 


.. after Baptiſm, We yield thee hearty thanks, 
maoſt merciful Father, that it hath pleaſed Thee 
t regenerate this Infant with thy Holy Spirit. 
No here it is to be obſerv'd that there 
are Expreſſions to the fame purpoſe in the 
_ Scripture it ſelf, Baptiſm is calbd the Lover 
ef Regeneration. The Baptiz'd are faid 1 
waſb away their Sins, to be cleanſed with the 


. 
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Ordinance and means of Salvation | they Are 
cCüpable of; that dying they go not into any 


1 

. 
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As to the other part of his Exception that 
the declaration obliges us to own the real Rege- 
.. #eration of Infants, we acknowledge that he 
quotes a place that is part of the office which 
we conſent to uſe. vis. the thankſgiving 


"= 


2 
| 15: juſt ſuch a repreſentation of an Axiom as 


hundred other caſes an indefinite cannot ſig- 
jjj%ͤ˙ 


might only intend. to oppoſe the Papiſts, by 
declaring” in tlis Rubrick that there is no 
need of Chriſm or Conformation for Chil. 
dren in Infancy , Baptiſm being the only 


- 


24 by themſelves calPd Limbus Tufantiumn, 
but into Heaven. Here Was no occaſion to 
ſpeak of af! Children, much leſs of ſuch as 
had no right to Baptiſm. We know not 
what can be reply*d to this but the old Ax. 
iom indefnitum æquivalet univerſali, which 


his is of a Rubrick, for it leaves out ix Rebus 
Mereſſariis, it being well known that in an 


- 


” 
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© 
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waſbing 
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paſhing of water, to be purged from their off 
Sins (even they who afterwards are ſaid to 
have forgotten it, and to be blind not able to fee 
ifar off.) The Children of one believing Pa- 
rent are ſaid to be Hoh; and again, F #he 


*' | 


Scriptures may be aſſented to, then may tha 
page in the Liturgie which ſpeaks but 


the 1a 
underſtand , the One we may underftand 
the other. It cannot be deny'd, that 
men have different Apprehenſions as to the 
meaning of theſe paſſages in the Seri. 
ptures and in the Liturgie; ſome plead for 
ſuch a Real Regeneration as Mr. Calam ſpeaks 
of, and ſuppoſe that it may be loft aſter- 
wards ; moſt. think that there is ſuch a work 
wrought in ſome, infants; but we humbly 
concetve that a ſacramental baptiſmal Regene- 
ation is fairly to be underſtood hereby. (See 
Teſtimonies and Reaſons for calling Baptiſm 
by the name of Regeneration in Mr. Stephen 


Marſbal's Book againſt the Anabaptiſts, p. 12.) 


They are ſaid to be regenerated” when Regene- 
e ig here fwd ld, Regeneration 
being the inward and ſpiritual grace or 


thing ſignifiſd; and this being the manner 


of ſpeaking in; all Sacraments: Circumciſion 


Wriſt ; and Baptiſm is calbd Regeneration. 
e 1 Mr. 


me thing; and in what Senſe we 


s cal d the Covenant ; The Lamb is calbd the 
Paſſover ; The Bread is calf'd the Body of - 


Pal 
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Spiritual R is the thing; figuif'c 
by the name of the thing ſigt 
by the name of ths thing bg 


39 A Defence of Miniſterial Conformity 

Mr. Calam is aware of this Anſwer and faith 
that there is this obvious Reply, that th ; 
thank giving mentions regeneration by 7h: 
Holy Spirit 2 He alſo quotes A paſſage Becht 
%%%%%ö§*% the fam wore 
are repeated with this Addition: Thou haſ 
given to them the forgiveneſs of all their Sins 
But why this laſt addition ſhould be''obje- 
Qed by him, who hath ſubſcrib' the Be 


lief of one Baprifin for the Remiſſion of Sins, in 


the Nicene-Creed mention'd in the 8th of the 
XXIX Articles, is not eaſie to tell. The 
Remiſſion of Sins being therein ſeaPd or g.. 


ven, viz. by Covenant, according to the 


terms thereof, Acts 2. 38, and 22, 16.” But 
the greater doubt that Mr. Calamy ſeems to 
have is from the mention of 1% Holy Spirit 
Thou haſt regenerated them with thy Floly Spirit 


To which we fay, that the outward Ori: 


nancesand Adryniſtrations are from the Hs! 
„VVV 
There are diverſities of Adminiſtrations fait 


8 ; | 4 ; J LT 25-3 Genn, 
the Apoſtle, All theſe worketh that, one and {cl 


F . v4 * \ 4 Rs. 0 14 ö ö > 0 41 
ſame Spirit: For by one Spirit are we all bup 
tized into one Body, Though if we take the 
431 11 1 „ 4 b 5 + SES ' V. 18110 '9 G ie 
Words 2) the Holy Spirit in Mf. Calas Seuſe 
it comes Kill to the ſame, that tlie inwar 
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ſhew that this Senſe is {till the. fairer and 
leaſt ſtrain?d, it is deſired chat theſe paſlages 


may be compar'd- with two more: one in 
the Office of the Baptiſm of the Adult, whexe 
the ſame things are ſaid of them that axe 
Baptized at Age, that they are regezerate 
and now born again, which muſt. be meant hy 
way of Obſignation, Sacramentally, ſeeit 
they are ſupposꝰd before to have Faith and 
Repentance, and conſequently. to 2 rege - 
nerated; the Church declaring that Faith 
and Repentance is requir d of all. Perſons that 
are to be baptiz/dat Age. The other paſſage 
will put the whole paſt doubt; it is in Act 
XXVII. Mr. Calam is pleaſed to ſay, The 
Liturgie and Canons are all of 4 piece, which 
he doth to reflect upon the Liturgie: We 
ſhall diſcourſe of the Canons afterwards ; 
but if he thinks thus of the Canons that they 
explain the Liturgie which were made. 55 
years after, when probably not one of _ 
Compilers of the Liturgie was alive; we may 
much rather make uſe of the Articles to ex- 
plain any matter of Doctrine that is ſet down 
in the Prayers, when both were put toge- 
ther by the ſame Men and near the ame 
time. Now the Article determines for the 
Senſe which we have given, and which Mr. 
Calam we preſume, hath, given his Aſſent 
to. The words of the Article. are, Bapeiſm 
Is N fs 
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# nat only a ſign of Profeſſion, but is alſo a Sign 
of Re exeration or New birth, whereby as by 
An 5 they who receive Baptiſm righth, 
are grafted into the Church, the promiſes of the 
foretveneſs of Sins of our adoption to be the Sons 
of 80% bp the Holp Gholt are viſibly ſign'd and 
ſeal d. Here all the Phraſes excepted againſt, 
viz. being regenerated and adopted and this 
by the Holy Ghoſt, and the having 2 
of Sins, are all expreſt to be meant of a ſa- 
cramental Signing and Sealing of them; ſo 
that no ſcruple ſeems to be left. 
2. The next thing excepted againſt is tlie 
Uſe of Godfuthers and Godmot hers; and we 
muſt acknowledge that the Aſſent and Con- 
ſent and Subſcription do relate hereunto. 
Let us therefore conſider what Mr. Calam 
hath to ſay againſt it. Why, he loads it 
with divers odd Miſrepreſentations, that he 
may expoſe a Rite in which the Proteſtant 
Churches are ſo generally agreed, and which 
we cannot wiſh to have aboliſh't, though 
we long for ſuch Alterations as may prevent 
[theſe erteile Books for the time to 
1. He faith, that the uſe of Godfathers 
i to exclude the Parents and to juſtle out their 
right to devote their Children to God in Bap- 
-tiſm. Here he mentions again the bringing 
in the Children of Atheiſts; Seducers, wm” 
rl! | | an 
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and Infidels, which we have before refer'd 
to the proper place, according to his own 
Method, and ſhall there conſider it; it ſerves 
only here to aggravate what he objects a- 
gainſt; for, after all, we utterly deny that 
Parents are excluded or juſtled out by the 
. I uſe of Godfathers, but their Right is ſecur'd 
and their Benefit conſulted through the 
| whole. The uſe of Godfathers to repreſent 
I the Child, as to their Anſwers before the 
10 Congregation, we ſhall account for, in an- 

ſwer to his next Exception againſt them; 
ne here we are to ſpeak of their uſe, with reſ⸗ 


ve pect to the Parents and Children, and their 


names may ſhew their deſign; I e 
be called Mitneſſes, viz. of the Parents Fait 


are born within the viſible Church, that 


he their Parents are known to them, and that 
they are not Jews, Infidels and Apoſtates, 
ant rn 7 ” 5 72 
ich but profeſſed Chriſtians. Again they are 
oh dureties, Viz. to the Church for the time 
to come, that if the Parents live, and conti- 


nue Profeſſors, they will be aſſiſting to them 
in the Education of the Children (allowing 
or; Nor the neceſſary hindrances by Death, Sick. 

Ness, ſeparation. by Providence, &c.) And 


75 they will more particularly take upon them 
the care, that the * ſhall be brought 


. 


wy and Profeſſion, . that the Children they bring 


- in caſe the Parents die or Apoſtatize, that 
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34 A Defence of Miniſterial Conformity 
up in the Profeſſion of the true Religion. 
Now what poſſible hurt can Parents receive 
y this uſe? In what Inſtance are they outed 
of their Right or excluded? To this it will be 
reply d, that the Canon faith, The Farher ſþal 
not be urg d tobe preſent, Which by the way 
is far from being part of the Liturgie ſub- 
{crib'd to; but if we take it in, doth this 
exclude the Father, becauſe his Preſence 
muſt not be «rg*d as of Neceſſity? Doth Mr. 
Calamythink that the Preſence of the Father 
is of Neceſſity to the Adminiſtration of Bap- 
tiſm? We ſuppoſe, He will ſay, the conſent 
of one (at leaſt) of the Parents is ordinari- 
o neceſſary, and that the Preſence of the Fa- 
ther is highly convenient. To both theſe 
we can readily agree; Nor is there one word 
in Liturgie or Canon eee The 
preſence of the Father, though' not am dag 
of Neceſſity, may yet be deſird, and per 
haps it is not wanting in one Baptiſm of a 
hundred, at the font, or at leaſt in thi 
Church; and in practical diſcourſes Parent 
are exhorted to bring the Child by Faith ani 
Prayer to Chriſt, Which they bring to th 
outward Baptiſm. And ſhould any part! 
cular providence detain the Father fro 
Church at that time, How many ways ma 
yea muſt, the Parents Conſent be: notifrd 
Every Faithful Miniſter is ſuppos d to be 4 
1 1 quainte 


9 two am CCC 


k 4 


Is 


for the Miniſter to enquire concerning it, 
if he Hath any cauſe to doubt of it. _ 


the ſecond thing. 


4 1 


2. He faith, the uſe of Godfathers doth ſeem 


4 1 4 - 
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Foundation of Infant Baptiſm is two fold, 
1. On God's part, his gracious Promiſe to 
Believers and their Seed, by which He com- 
rehends their Children within the bond of 
is Covenant, 2. On the part of the Chil. 
dren, their Obligation to the Terms and 
Conditions of the Covenant. This is con- 
ſequent on the former, the Covenant being 
mutual. Thus we tell the Anabaptiſts that I - 
though Children are not capable of perform- I ; 
ing theſe Conditions for the preſent, yet are 
they capable of being bound and obliged 
thereunto. Thus a Child in Arms that hatha 
Right toa Copy- hold Eſtate enters into Court, 
takes the Rod (as the Cuſtom is) into his hand, 
and is really bound thereby to pay Homage 
and quit Rent to the Lord of the Mannor, 
or he loſes his Land. This being taken for 
granted, let us look into the Office of Baptiſm, 
and the Catechiſm, both which he excepts 
againſt. The Office of Baptiſm ſuppoſeth the 
Child's right on the account of the Covenant 
of Grace, extending to Believers and their 
Seed, and accordingly it is intended to re- 
preſent and declare the Stipulation and Pro- 
miſe on both parts; what God promiſeth to 
the Baptized and what the Baptzzed promiſe 
ain to God. The Miniſter, authorized by 

!he Lord ſo to do, repreſents his divine Ma- 
jeſty, acts in his Name, declares his Promiſe, 


reads 
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reads it out of Mark 10. 13, Cc. explains 


the meaning of it: Then the Godfathers, au- 
thoriz'd by the Parents ſo to do, repreſent 
the Children, act in their name, deelare 
the promiſe that the Children are bound to. 
Here is no pretence of the Godfathers Faith 
being made beneficial to the Child, as Mr. Ca- 
lamy would infer, but only an adumbration 
or declaration of that Covenant that the Chil- 
dren enter into, and what they would be 
engaged to, whether the Godfathers decla- 
of it or no. And this will fully explain the 
meaning .of the words of the Catechiſm; 
where the Catechis'd are taught to give this 
reaſon why they were baptiz'd in Infancy, 
when as then they could not perform the 

Covenant Terms, becauſe they promiſe them by 
their Sareties, &c. not as it their Sureties 
Faith ſupply'd the want of theirs (which is 
a groundleſs Surmize) but becauſe, though 
they could not then actually repent and be. 
lieve, yet by Baptiſm they enter into Cove- 
nant-Engagement, and promiſe fo to do; 
which Engagement and Promiſe their Sure- 
ties declard in their Name. How far pre- 
conceiv'd Notions may hinder Mr. Calamy 
from underſtanding this, we cannot tell: 
But whoever ſedately compares the Office of 
Baptiſm with the Catechiſm muſt needs fee 
what is ſaid to be very clean. 


e 3. His | 


Go Erin tot Ao dat 6 

38 A Defence of Miniſterial Conformity 
3. His laſt Objection is, that Godfathers 
chen a wide door to the prophaning of the Orai- 
nance; That they avouch a; great untruth, that 
notwithſtanding the Ren Kel at the engaging in 
ſuch « Promiſe , Jet tl h never er very fellow 
perform it, Though they engage on the behalf 
of the Child, yet they hol Mon Is really bound 
to nothing, &c. with a great deal more to 
this purpoſe. But here again is nothing but 
Miſtake and Miſrepreſentation. He uppo- 
ſeth, the Godfathers Anſwers to be the en- 
gaging themſelves in a 2 „ and that 
they themſelves are bound in the ha, of the 
Infant; whereas it Nee y ſhew'd, 
that they only declare, in the name of the 
Children, the terms of tlie Covenant of 
Grace, which the _ baptiz'd are bound to, 
but by reaſon of their Infancy cannotexprehs: 
14 It is true the Godfathers have à ſuperadded 
6.0 Obligation, mention'd in the cloſe of the 
i: Office, to take care to inſtruct the baptiz'd, 
Sc. but the Promiſe they make in the name 
of the Child bath; a quite different tendency; 
The next 1 ger Miſtake; (if we ma) 
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cell ir a, Me) thar Mr. C5 Hoof 
think that our Aſſent and Conſent, ſhoule 


_ reipe& the carcleſaneſ of the Godfathers 
Doth hie think that we do unfeignedly Al 
ok upon what they do as a meer Com 
5 1 plement 
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plement? Is there any ſuch word in the Li- 
turgie for us to ſubſcribe to? That there is 
too great careleſsneſs in Godfathers, as well 
as in Parents, as to the baptized Children, 
we mult own 1n the ſorrow of our Hearts : 
This hath made more Anabaptiſts than all 
their Teachers could do. Some ſpeak of o- 
ther Reaſons of this Careleſsneſs, which we 
(being * of the defenſive part) will 
not repeat. But our Aſſent and Conſent to 
their aſe hath no manner of Reference to o- 
ther Mens ab«ſe of this or any other part of 
their work. Though with all, we ſuppoſe, 
Mr. Calamy. is too large and free in his Ac- 
cuſations of others as well as of us. Dr. Bray 
(who is better acquainted with Godfathers 
than Mr. Calamy) in his Lectures on the Ca- 
techiſm, ſaith thus. I have known my ſelf many 
77 1d of Perſons, who owe that Underſtanding 


they have of Religion and the Fear of God, pure- - 


ty next under God to the care 75 their Godfather 
and Godmot hers, who have brought them np to 


Reading, &c. and I do not queſtion but amonaſt 


the many neglects, there are thouſands of like in- 
ſtances in the Nation, of Perſons who have been 
happily brought upto a good underſtanding and 
Senſe of Religion, by the ſole care of their Goa- 

fathers and Godmothers. Certain it is that 
more care is taken to prevent the Abuſe, 

than many have minded. We are far from 

R thinking 
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40 A Defence of Miniſterial Conformity 
thinking the Canons all of a piece with the 
Liturgie, as Mr. Calamy doth, but in this 
we could wiſh them join'd, that in Can. 24. \ 
it is order'd, 7 hat no Perſons ſhall be admited It 
Godfathers and Godm others before they have re. ll | 
ceiv'd the Communion, If notwithſtanding IM 
this care there be many abuſes, they are per- Wl : 
ſonal: and fo far are we from aſſenting and 7 
conſenting to them, that we do diſclaimand Nu 
abhor them. 0 e Le an tf 
3. The third thing excepted againſt con- In 
cerns Godfathers too. Mr. Calamy faith, the 1 
Aſſent, Conſent and Subſcription oblige Mini- In. 
ſters to deny the Ordinance of Berge to ſuch as ſc 
have not Sponſors, although they have a real 0 
right to that Ordinance, This he grants, ſowe ih 
Queſtion: and well they may; but faith he, NR 
upon very weak grounds; upon very ſtrong of 
ones, ſay we, And we prove our Aſſertion If 
that-we never promis'd to exclude all that It. 
have not Sponſors, becauſe there is no ſuch IFC! 
word in the Book that we ſubſcribe to. Yes, Nu 
faith Mr. Calary, there is, For the Rubrice ed. 
requires Goafathers, ana the Subſcription is to 4 
te the Form preſcrib'd and no other, We take Wi": 
it for granted, He means fairly; and by 20 Wy 
other, He underſtands no other than what Ir 
the Book of Common Prayer preſcribes; And WW” 
then doth not he know that there is a Form 2 
ig that Book to baptize without Cay) ? Wit 
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But He'll fay, that is a Form for Private Bap- 
tiſrs, We anſwer, True; and is not pri» 
vate Baptiſm true Baptiſm, and the ſame that. 
the Nonconformiſts uſe in (by far) the moſt 
places at this day? perhaps he will ask, is 
not that Form only in caſe of Sickneſs? we 
anſwer, No, There is not a word of Sick 
neſs in the Rubrick ; but it is ordered to be 
us'd when there ſhall be any rt at cauſe or Ne- 
ceſſity, or when need ſhall compel; and the. Mi- 
viſter is left ſole Judge of this great cauſe or 
Neceſſity. And certainly, if Godfathers can- 
not be gotten, or Perſons do immoveabl 

ſcruple them, this is 4 great Cauſe and Neteſſy. 
H. And though the Form there preſcrib'd be 
ſhort, yet is the Miniſter empower'd by the 
Rubrick to lengthen it as he ſees good, out 
of the Office for publick Baptiſm, It may be 
aid laſtly, that Children thus privately bap- 
122d are afterwards to be brought to the 
Church with Godfathers. We anſwer, no 
ſuch thing is enjoin'd, but is only commend- 
ech as expedient that the Child ſhould be after- 


rds hrong ht to Church, And farther when 


e Child is brought thither, if it be baptiz d 
by the Miniſter of the Pariſh, nothing more 
5mention'd, than that the Miniſter ſhould 


lie the Cong reg ation that the Child was before 


Bartiz2d, If Mr. Calamy pleaſeth to read o- 
her the Qfiee of private Baptiſin, and compare 
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42 A Defence of Miniſterial Conformity 
it with what we have ſaid, we are perſua- 
ded he muſt with ſome ſorrow review his 
Rhetorical Harangue, in the 510th Page of 
His own Book, to think how he hath dealt 
witli-us, ſuggeſting as if we were guilty of 
Inpiety, Irreligion, Cruelty , and Unmereiful- 
fs; deſerving to be unchriſtened and turnd 4. 
mungit Canibals, &c. and all upon a Suppo- 
ſition that hath not the leaſt ground whatſo- 
ever. This is a compleat anſwer to Mr. 
Calamy's Paragraph; But there is a marginal 
note concerning Dr. F. of Whitchurch, which 

would require a diſtinct Anſwer to that Do- 
Sor ,' were it not a Digreſſion. Even the 
Koly, Poſitive Laws of God, to which we all 
give Aſſent and Conſent do not bind ad ſen. 
per, but give place to Neceſſity, much more 
muſt the Laws of Men. Parents cannot 
force any to be Godfathers to their Children 
Miuiſters cannot force Parents to procure 
thern; in many places they cannot be had 
in ſome Towns there are twice the numbet 

of Children born, to that of Communicants 
who only are qualifi'd to be Sponſors. I 
[theſe Circumſtances what Obligations Dr. 
may lay himſelf under, we know not; 
are perſuaded, the Law hath laid him unde 
none to be ſo ſtiff as the Margin repreſent 
him and commends him for. 2 
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4 The fourth thing that Mr. Calamy ex- 
eepts againſt is, That the Aſſent and Conſent aud: 
Subſcription is to the ſigning of Infants in the Ad. 
miniſtration 0 o Bre wid with the ſign of the Croſs, 
and 4 a priſm to the Children of ſath as 
refuſe it. Ibis conſiſts of two parts; The 
ule. of this Sign, and the denying Baptiſnk 
whenit is refus? Yo 

We, ſhall begin with doe latter firſt; be. 
cauſe it is of ſo near a Kin to the former Pa- 
ragraph. Concerning this he faith, that 
e it [1. e. the ſign of the Croſsj 
is refusd, Baptiſm is to be denyd; and his 
Reaſon for this is a very ſtrange one; for, 
faith he, the Subſcription obligeth to uſe nb o- 
ther Form than that in the Book, ere ma orns 
of Baptiſm there inſerted cannot be uſed 
105 pin the 2250 Now here 1 4 — 4 

granted, that if a Miniſter doth omit any 
NY of the preſcrib?4 Offices Scandalouſly 
and Contemptuoully, he dothilay himſelf o- 
pen to Cenſures; and if any ſhould clamo- 
ron and openly + and diſclaim the Mi- 


ign, when his Child is 
Baptizd, the Omiſſion of it at that tithe 


might be deemed Scandalous : But that a 
Miniſter cannot uſe « Form, where upon ur- 
gent reaſons without Scandal he omits one 
{mall part; or that by fuch Omiſſion he 
breaks his Subſcription to uſe no other form, 


44 A Defenceof Miniſterial Conformity 
He perhaps is the firſt that ever aſſerted. 
But the full anſwer to this is, as before, 
that there is another Office of Baptiſm in the 
Liturgie, which the Miniſter is authorized 
for great and neceſſary cauſes to uſe, in which 
he well knows this Sign is not preſcrib'd: 
And no one can or ever could by the Rubrick 
compel the Parent ( ſcrupling as aforeſaid) 
to bring his Child afterwards: to Church, 
when according to that Office, it had been 
privately baptiz'd. Let us here again call 
Mr. Calamy to Repentance for his exaggera- 
ting expreſſions grounded upon ſuch unprov*d 
Aſſertions. 5 1 

But we come next to the uſe of the Croſs, 
the law fulneſs of which the Aſſent, Conſent 
and Subſcription do indeed acknowledge. 
It's true, Mr, Calamy's words are ſomething 
ambiguous when he mentions the uſe of this 
Sign in the adminiſtration of Baptiſm. If by 
in the Adminiſtration he means largely the 
whole Office conſiſting of Profeſſions, Pray- 
ers, Thanksgivings, &. that accompany 
- Baptiſm, he faith true: But if the Admins 
tration of Baptiſm be taken ſtrifly and pro- 

- perly, The uſe of this Sign is not in Baptiſm 

but «fter Baptiſm ; after the, baptiſm is com- 

leat and full and fo declar'd, and fo ac- 

- knowledg*d by all. The Child is declar'd b 

expreſs. words in the XXX Canon to 6. 

al 1 | Lefore 
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before by Baptiſm receiv/d into the  Charch of 
Chriſt, and as ſoon as ever the Miniſter hath pro- 
nounced the Words, I baptize thee in the name 
of the Father and of the Son , and of the Holy 


Ghoſt, the Infant is fully and perfeftly baptiz?d, | 


ſo as the Sign of the Croſs being afterwards ad 
doth neither add any thing to the Virtue and Per- 
fection of Baptiſm, nor being omitted doth de- 
tract any thing from the Effect or Subſtance fit. 
Let us now hear what Mr. Calamy hath to 
ſay againſt the uſe of this Sign after Baptiſm. 

hy, he faith it is ſupposꝰd by them that re- 


fuſe it, to be 4 Sacrament ſuperadded to that 


which our bleſſed Lord hath inſtituted. A heavy 
charge, but manifeſtly unjuſt. And by the 
way, we cannot but think that much of the 
groſs ignorance that many (otherwiſeknow- 
ing Perſons) live in touching the nature of 
Sacraments, and why they be two and no 
more, is owing to this ſtrange charge, and 
to the confounding of Sacraments with eve- 
ry common Sign; yea, perhaps, the Socinian 
rrour that hath dwindled Sacraments to 
meer Signs muſt be laid too far at this door. 
We doubt not to make it appear to all unbi- 
aſsd Perſons that no one thing proper to a Sa- 
crament is aſcrib'd to the ule of this Sign in 
the Church of Exgland. That there ſhould 
be an outward Sign of ſome Duty done or 
grace acted is not proper to Sacraments _ 
| . ut 


A * 


46 A Defence of Miniſterial Conformity 
but common to many other things and Actions 
in Scripture, and the allowed practicè of all 
Chriſtians, and at all times; ſuch as bowing 
the Body, uncovering the Head, ſtanding 
up, kneeling down, lifting up the hand, 
laying it upon the Book, kiſſing of it, and 
many more. Three things are proper to Sa- 
_ .cramental Signs. 1. that they be Signs from 
God to Man, of what Grace he will give or 
promiſe. 2. That they be a means appoint- 
ed to receive this Grace, and ſanctifi d fo 
that end. 3. That they be a Pledge or Seal 
to the worthy Receiver that the Promiſe 
ſhall be made good. Now if the Promiſe be 
really made and the means indeed ſanctifi'd by 
Sod, Cc. then is it a Divine Sacrament : If 
it be only pretended, and Effects only ſuppos'd 
to be wrought thereby, without any intima- 
tion of a Promiſe from God, or Word that 
ſhould ſecure the Effect, then are they 'hu- 
mane Sacraments {et up in oppoſition to the 
Divine. And it is upon ble account that 
we condemn the Fopy Holy-water , Oy], 
-Spittle , Croſſing, Cc. and do ſufficiently 
diſtinguiſh our ſelves from the Papiſts, and 


they know it. This will farther give us a 
fair account, why none but God can ordain} 
a Sacrament, becauſe we know, from the; 

« 


- Nature and Reaſon of the Thing, that none 


Ss TS 5 1 


but he that makes the Promiſe and beſtous 


Duty of the Creature, in token, that he ſhaft 
8 8 5 
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the Grace, can appoint the means and ancti- 
fe the Signs by which the Grace is vegeiy d 
and ſecur d: this gives us ſound Reaſan, hy 
there are but two Sacraments, becauſe e 


find no other Signs from God, to which ſueh 


promiſe is made, & Let us now conſider 
whether the Sign of the Croſs be any Ways 
made a Sacrament amongſt uus. 
1. It is never pretended by the Church of 
England to be any Sign from God to Man, of 
any Promiſe mae by him. But it is indeed a 
Sign from Man to Man, notifying what che 
Congregation expects from the baptized Per- 
ſon. Io this Mr. Ca/amyfaith, that this Sign 
is made by a Miniſter of Chriſt, and reteiv' d by 
the baptiz?d ſignifying the work of Redemption 
purchasd by Chriſt, and the Grace given 4s, the 
Fruit of that Parchaſe, Now if the very look- 
ing into the Liturgie had not ſhewn him the 
clean contrary , if the ſignification of this 
Sign had not been expreſly declar'd to be 
quite another thing, it had been more tole- 
rable to repreſent things thus; but as it is, 
it looks very ſtrange to us. For not only 
doth the Miniſter change the number to 
ſnew that he ſpeaks not in the name of God, 


but of the Congregation, ſaying, we receive 


this Child, &c. but it is expreſly ſaid, to ſig- 
nifie [not Grace from the Creator, but] the 


not 
* 


448 ADefenceof Miniſterial Conformity 
wos hereafter be aſhamed; &c. Aye, but faith I - 
he, the 305% Canon ſaith, that the Holy Ghoſt Wl { 
alia honour the name of the Croſs Fe fer, that un. i 
der it He comprehenaed not only Chriſt crucifi d, « 
but the Force, Effects and Merits of his Death and It 
_ Paſſion, with all the Comforts, Fruits and Pro. Ne 
- miſes which we receive and expect thereby. Ihe 

Church of England hath ſtill retain'd the Sign 
of it in Baptiſm, &c. By this he would inſi- Wl F 
nuate, as if the Canon had ſaid, that the. 
Church of England did retain the Sign of cr 
the Croſs, to ſignifie to us the giving Chriſt's 
Death with the Effects and Merits of it, and 
this becauſe the name of the Croſs, is ſaid to 
be us d in Scripture to ſignifie theſe things, 
But the Reader will perhaps be mov'd with 
indignation againſt this way of Writing, 
when he is told that what is ſaid of the wan? 
of the Croſs is a ſide and an half in the common 
Edition of the Canons, from what is ſaid of 
the uſe of the Sign of the Croſs in the Church 
of England: nor is there any manner of con- 
nexion in the Canon between thoſe two parts, 
which he hath thus cloſely joyn'd together. 
For though the 2ame of the Croſs ſignifi that 
in Scripture which is there ſet down, viz. in 
1 Cor. 1. 17, 18. Gal. 5. 11. & 6. 12, 14. 
Phil. 3. 18. And this might give occaſion 
(as is there ſaid) to the primitive Chriftians 
to uſe the Sign of the Croſs in the Profeſſion 
again} 
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ao ainſt the Heathens (which Mr. Calumy 
ſeems to allow Y of) yet doth it not follow 
n Iin reaſon, any more than in the ſame Page 
, of the Canon, that this ſign is us'd to ſignifie 
d the beſtow ing theſe Bleſſings, but it is ſaid 
ro. ¶expreſly to ſignifie our at being aſhamed. to 
he confeſs the Faith of Chriit cruciſi d, c. 
en 2. It is not pretended by the Church of 
- Eigland to be am means ordained for the par- 
the Ning of Grace, nor is any Efficacy or Virtue aſ- 
of Noib'd unto it or any uſe thereof. Yes, faith Mr. 


ſts MY Calamy, it is appointed to work Grace by way of © 
ind exciting Signiſication. If we ask him, where 
| to chis appointment is to be found? He muſt 
8s, Nanſwer, it is imply'd in the Signification or 
1th meaning of it. And how far then will he 
ng, Nextend this Objection? By this he may make 
ame every Spire of Graſs a Sacrament, becauſe 
non N Holy Soul may be excited and ſtir'd up 
offchereby. However this is common to all the 
rch Sens allow?d by Scripture and conſtant Pra- 
on- Icdtice, as Kneeling, Standing up, Cc. with- 


out which indeed they would he inſignificant 
her. and vain. But to fee how far Prejudice may 
that carry Men, He adds, Though: in the Form of 
. In Noord ud, the Sign of the Croſs is ſaid to be 
14. I Token, he ſhall not be aſbam d, yet the gene- 
fon iti) are apt to underſi and it, that in virtue 
tians und power ot this Sigu / Perſon baptis d ſpall 
ſon ot be aſhamed, & c. Either by the Genera- 
Te RE - 


— 


50 A Defence of Miniſterial Conformity 
lity he means thoſe others who with himſelf 
make this oppoſition, and ſo change and 
wreſt the words that they may ſpeak againſt 
them, and then let them look to it. Or elſe 
he means the generality of thoſe who comply 
with and uſe this Sign in the Church of Exg- 
land and then we challenge Him to name one 
ſingle Perſon of any tolerable underſtanding 
for theſe hundred years paſt, that ever ſo 
thought or faid. We are ſure we never met 
with one, nor, we believe, he neither. Sure 
we are the Canon faith, It is apparent by the 
Communion Book (ſo the whole Liturgy was 
wont to be calPd) that the Infant baptized is 
receiv'd into the Congregation, &c. bp virtue 
of Baptiſm before it be ſign'd with the ſion of 
the Croſs and not by anꝝ Power aſcrib d to the 
Sign of the Croſs, So that the ground of 
theſe Objections is contrary to the good Rule 
of Charity and Juſtice at firſt laid down, 
3. And if it be not made to be a Sign from 
God, nor taken as a means of Grace, much 
| leſs is it pretended to be 4 Seal or Pledge there. 
of This indeed is not objected by Mr. Ca. 
lamy, he ſeems to own that it hath. nothing in 
it of an Aſſurance on God's part. Therefore, 
ſay we, there is nothing aſcrib'd to it pro- 
per to a Sacrament at all. Yes, faith Mr. 
 Calamy, it is made a bond on Mans part, and 
the Canon declares. it a dedicating Sign: and 
- i i 


reſent it as Mr. Calamythin 


10 the Church f England. | 61 
it looks as if Baptiſm weve not eſteew'd a'bond 
ſalficien ro fi m, 15 neetied ſome addition whereby 
Men mig be ty ed thi faſter. How can it be 
that it Thould "Hook ſo, when the Canon de- 
clares, that'rhe Sign 4 doth add nothi 
the 2 and Perfection of Baptiſm, nor — a ing 
omitted doth detrait any thing from the Effelt or 
Subſtante of it ? The plain account therefore 
is, that the Covenant ſeal'd in baptiſm being 
mutual, when God appoints a Sign from 
Him to us, upon our receiving it we are en- 
gaged and bound to our part of the Cove- 
nant; but it is alſo certain that we may and 
ought afterwards to glory in our Bonds, to 


own our Dedication, and by all fitting means 


to expreſs it. And t 


gh it be Uſurpation 
and Folly both to apo 


int God, what ſign 


he ſhould uſe to us, yet we have ſufficient 


warrant, by proper Words and Actions of 
our own, to expreſs our Minds and declare our 
Eng gagements unto him. Nor have we any rea- 
for? to think that any on Prince would 

he would) if 
his Loyal Subjects, havitig taken the Oh 
of Allegiance that his Laws require, ſhould 
afterwards' by fitting 


they have done ſo, and were not aſhamed 
to on it. Nor can a Sign be otherwiſe deli. 
cating, than as thereby we declare ourſelves 
bound, continually = Devote and Dedicate 
2 Ss... 


Actions declare that 
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52 A Defence of Miniſterial Conformity 
our ſelves from henceforward to he his. Thus 
every time we ſtand up at the Creed we uſe 
a dedicating Sign by which we declare our 
ſelves to believe in Father Son and Holy 
Ghoſt. We have thus gone through the 
whole of his oppoſition in plain Self-defence; 
and if any think that this our anſwering Mr. 
Calamy is not a ſufficient! vindication of the 
uſe of this Sign (though we verily, believe it 
is,) we reſer him to what Biſbob Ring hath 
lately Written on this Subject, where He 
will find theſe three things plainly and largely 
e 1o45 Mena ens; 
I. That the Scriptures warrant us to expreſs the 
Senſe of our Minds by Actions as well as Word. 
Indeed all Words are Signs too, and 'tis a 
part of our Chriſtian Liberty, to uſe proper 


Words or Actions to teſtifie our Minds and 


the Senſe thereof; to expreſs Submiſſion by 
kneeling ; Faith and Acknowledgment, of 
God by /fanding up; ſorrow, by rending lb 
| Garment or lying in Sacheloth; ratifying a Co- 
venant- dedication by Sealing and Subſcribing. ; 
Candeſcention to one another by 9 the 
feet; being in Charity by an Holy Kiſs; re- 
4eQing of Perſons from the means. of Grace 
by ſhaking the Raiment, and many more ſuch 
like. Some of theſe Signs ſeem naturally Sig- 


nificant, others of them ſignifie by Cuſtom, 


as Sealing, waſhing the Feet, the Kiſs, Ce. 
0 s c "" "ond 


** 
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and ſome Cuſtoms have quite varied the Sig- 
nifications. They uncover'd the Head in 
ſign. of Authority, we in ſign of Reverence. 
Thus doth the Scriptures warrant us to ex- 
preſs our Minds by Signs and Actions which 


Cuſtom makes ſignificant thereof, 
2. That 0 glory in our belonging to 4. cru- 
_ cifPd Chriſt, to profeſs our being dedicated to 
him, and our readineſs to follow him, is a part 
of our neceſſary Duty; and it is a very proper 
duty after Baptiſm, to declare our readineſs 
ofo 
b 


to follow him to whom we have been given 
N 5 4 9 
3. That long Cuſtom eden from the firſt Ages 
made the uſing this Sign on the Forehead (winch 
is the: place of Shame) to ſigniſe ſuch a Pro- 
feſſion or Declaration not to be aſbam d of Chriſt. 
It is then à meer proſeſſing Sign like Mriting, 
ſtanding up, or lifting up” the hand to ſignifie 

the Duty that we or others are bound to. 
And now we conclude this with one ob- 
ſervation, that though ſome paſſages of the 
Liturgy are capable of a double Senſe, as that 
of haptiſmal regeneration (with reſpect to 
which the Rule is, that when there are two 
Senſes of any words, the one more and the 
other leſs exceptionable, and there is no De- 
claration made in which Senſe they are in- 
tended, it is moſt reaſonable to take them in 
that which is leaſt, and not in that which is 
* moſt 
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moſt exceptionable ) yet in this caſe. there 
ſeems tobe no difference amongſt all the un- 
derſtanding Subſcribers to tlie uſe of this 
Sign. Here are no Dr. Fs with ſtiff, and ri · 
gid Notions to put words into the Mouths 
of the Diſſenters againſt us: but all with one 


Conſent (for ought we know or have read) 


to a Man, declare againſt ſuch Miſrepreſen- 
_ tations as Mr. Calawy hath made. 


5. His fifth Accufation is, that the Aſſert, 
Conſent and Subſcription oblige Miniſters to re- 
ject all ſuch from the Communion as will not re- 
ceive it kneeling, This he faith was the on- 
ly point manag'd in the Savq-Conference. 
True, but that was a Conference with the 
Impoſers, who were rigidly pleading for Im- 
politions, and is nothing to the purpoſe as to 


Submitter. (as will appear preſently) to come 
to what concerns us, 


4 6 


1. He hints ſomething by way of Argu- 
ment againſt kneeling. Perſons (faith he) 
might have good reaſon to be backward. to yield 
to the altering of that poſture that was ofed 9 
our Saviour in the Adminiſtration. To which 
We anſwer, by asking him whether he knows 
any Church that doth not alter the poſture 
us d by our Saviour? If he replys, that ft. 
ting at meals comes now in the room of the 
teaning usd in our Saviour's time; why then, 
ſay we, it is alter'd, and all have yielded to 

Me, u | | To 


* 
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the alteration, Mr. Calam and all. But he 
will ſay, he till retains a Table poſtare, and 
it was a Table Poſture that was.usd by our 
Saviour in the Adminiſtration ; ve muſt 
anſwer by putting him upon the proof of it. 


It is true they did uſe that Table Poſture at 


che Paſſover, the Text faith ſo (and by the 
way, that was alter*d from a Poſture: that 
ſigniffd haſt; to a Poſture that fignifi'd Reft, 
and our Lord allow?d it) but that he us'd 
this Poſture in the Adminiſtration of the 
Lord's Supper is no where {aid : On the con- 


trary we find that after the Paſſover Was 


ended and before the Adminiſtration of our 


| Sacrament He gave thanks; now we cannot 
at all believe that our Low! (who. always 
n 


ſhew'd ſuch Reverence in Prayer during his 
Humiliation} did pray in a Table Paſture; if 
then we ſuppoſe him to ſtand up or kneel. at 
Prayer with his Diſciples, the Geſture was 


alter'd from a Table Pofture ; and that he 


return'd to it again, we have not the leaſt 


Evidence from Scripture or Reaſon. Ano- 
ther Argument that Mr. Calamy ufeth upon 


this head is, that they have good reaſon. to be 
ſhy of Symbolizing. with the Papiſts who adore 
the Bread. He well knows how ſhy. others 


are of another Poſture upon the account of 


Symbolizing,, eſpecially in a time when Soci- 
2ianiſm doth præwail( See Biſhop Ning of Inven- 


4 tions 


4 
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tions in God's Worſhip, Ch. TV. Sect. 2.) but 
we will not take the Opponents part, but 
ſtand to our Defence : and here Mr. Calamy 
makes it for us, by owning that this Adora- 
tion is diſclaim'd by the Church of England, 
only he adds, it is yet apt to be miſinterpreted. 
But what will not Prejudice miſinterpret ? 
if a 'Rubrick made on purpoſe to prevent this 
Objection, ſo plain, fo full, fo vehement 


may be apt to be Miſinterpreted, then no 
words can be underſtood, 
2. But his main Deſign is not to oppugn 
the Ceremony of kneeling, but the Rejecting 
uch from the Communion that will not receive 
is kneeling ; This, he faith, the Miniſters by 
Aſſenting and Conſenting to the Book of 
Common Prayer muſt do. Let us turn to 
the Book and fee what we ſubſcribe to. It 
is tlie Rubrick after the words of Conſecra- 
tion, where it is fard} The Miniſter ſball pro- 
ceed to deliver the fam to the People, in order 
into their hands, all” meekly kneeling, The 
Reader will aſſuredly ſay, is this all? Yes, 
every Word that the Book faith about it. 
Here is not any one Word of rejecting them 
That kneel not, and fo making nem terms of 
Communion, & c. Ves, he faith, Give it to 
them kneeling is Equivalent to, Give it ouly to 
uch. But hath lie made all his Repreſenta- 
tions ſo right, that we ſhould take this unt 


F 
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his bare Word? The Senſe of ſuch words 
all along the Book are otherwiſe to be under- 
ſtood. The Confeſſion in Morning and E- 
vening Prayer is to be made, the People aff 
kneeling; but if the People kneel not, the 
Miniſter muſt go on. Mr, Ca/amy himſelf 
faith, that it was aſſerted by the Diſputants on 
the Charch fide at the Savoy, that the Liturgy 
only requir'd that it ſhould be given kneeling, 
but did not forbid the giving it to others. But, 


he adds, it was generally contradicted by. the 


other Commiſſioners, and particularly thoſe that 
were upon the Secret, To which we anfwer, 
that therefore we are of Thoſe whoſe Souls 
never entred into their Secret: We fee Po- 
Aors differ. But yet, we ſuppoſe, the Rea. 
ſons why thoſe Commiſſioners oppos'd. thei, 

Fellow-Diſputants was not, becauſe they 
thought that the words of the Liturgy re- 
quir'd Miniſters to reject them that retuſe to 


| kneel (for it is plain that they do not) but 
\ becauſe there was a Canon which went far 


ther than the Liturgy, and which they had 


an Eye to: And indeed fo hath Mr. Calamy 


too; for he ſaith, there is a Canon that forbids 
Miniſters upon pain of Suſpenſion to give the Ca. 
crament to any that do not kneel.” This, adds 
he, explains the Liturgy. Now that laſt 
Clauſe we deny; the Rabrick is plain and 
needs no Explanation, but the Canon hath 

Were St x as ood... ' added 
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added ſomething more. But before we 
come to it, we muſt mind Mr. Calamy that it 


is the Aſſent to the Book of Common Prayer 


that we are upon, and if we have accounted 
for that, we have done all that is neceſſary in 
this place; and touching the Canons, we 
will diſcourſe with him in another. When 
once a Miniſter is in danger of Suſpenſion 
on this or the like Account, he muſt dili- 
gently weigh things on either ſide, whether 
the Perſon refuſing kneeling appears to do 
it Humbly and Conſcientiouſly; or Clam- 
moroully , and out of Deſign ; and conſe- 
quently which is moſt for the Glory of God, 
or moſt Lawful and fit to be done, to reject 
him. or admit him under the Hazard that 
he is ſuppos d to run: In many caſes he muſt 
conſult his Biſhop, and ſhew. the Reaſons 
on both ſides ; but we ſay again, this is no- 


the Lawfulneſs of which, we have, by the 
help of God, thus far defended.  _ 

6. The next complaint is, that the Decla- 
ration and Subſcriptions is an Allowance and Ap- 
probation of that Aſſertion that Biſhops, Prieſts 
and Deacons. are three diſtintt Orders in the 
Church by divine Appointment. For in the 


Book of Ordination it is aſſerted that it is 


Evident to all. Men diligently reading the Holy 
Scriptares and Ancient Authors, that from the 


Apoſt tes 


thing £0 the Declaration and Subſcription, 


ments which we never ſaw anfwer'd, In 
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Apoſtles time there have been. theſe Orders jn 
Gris Church , Biſbops , Prieſts and Deas 
cons. The whole Aggravation of this for | 
above a Page together runs upon Miftake, 
We are therefore to diſtinguiſh between 
owning;the three Orders of Biſhops, Prieſts 
and Deacons continued in the Church from 
the Apoſtles time, and the awning this Af. 


iligentij Reading, &. 
* As to the firft, it muſt. be acknow- 
ledg d that the Aſſent and Conſent doth con- 
tain an Allowance of thoſe diſtinct Orders 
of Biſhops, Prieſts and Deacons from the A- 
ſtles time, as he obſerves the whale Book of 
rdination goes. upon that Foundation. There 
are three Forms that are to be uſed, and we 
declare may. awfully be uſed; and the ſame 
is{ubſcrib'd in Art. 36 of the XXXIX. And ĩs 
this deny'd by the moderate Nonconformiſts? 


Mr. Baxter frequently ſaith, that the Com- 
miſſioners at the Savoy on that fide never 
ſpake a word for the Abolition of Epiſco- 
pacy; one of them was actually a Biſhop, 
ſeveral of them were Epiſcopal Men in their 
Judgements, and continued Conformiſts to 
the preſent Eſtabliſnment. That Holy Man 
whoſe Life he abridgeth not only frequently 
declares his Judgment, but gives us Argu- 


his 
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his Epiſtle to Sit H. A. at the beginnliag of 
his Treatiſe of Kjrowledg? d. Eve, he whiths 
thus. They that defire an Abolffion 4 ; 5 A 
pacy ſhould A. time betFink- themf: ves 
firſt what true uud primitive Epiſcopaty ir, and 
whether the Rpiſcopi Gregis & eorum Preſides 
or true Evangeliſts or Apoſtolitn ! general B.. 
ſhops, diſarmiil and duly choſes, be any injury 
70 the Church* and whether the Jems bid" yot 
been a national Chriſtian- Church unn, the 
twelve Apoſtles und the LXX, if they "bd not 
rejected him that would have gather d them a; 
the Hen gat bers her Chickens under her Wings. 
They that cannot deny that Chriſt ſett led a fape- 
rior Rank of Miniſters 9 — ing them, beſides 
their Extraordinaries, the work of gathering and 
overſeeing many Churches, promiſing therein to 
be with them to the end of the World; and that 
only Matthias muſt make ap the 'national num- 
ber of ſuch;* thouph Juſtus had been with Chriſt 
us well as he, muſt be the: Provers that this 
Rank and Imparity was rever#d by him that did 
inſtitute it, if they aſfirmeit; and not without 
Proof charge Chriſt with ſeeming Levity and 
Mut ability,” as fettling u Forms of Miniſtry and 
Government, which he would haue continue but 
one Age: ruth leſs maſt they impoſe ſuch" an 
anprovd affirmation as the Terms of Church 
concord. Here is the Superiour Raub or Or- 
der of Miniſters aſſerted and ſaid to be ſerrled 


9 
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by Chriſt which, is the ſame with divine 4 
W ; and this by him whoſe Wo 
Mr, Cal as rakes, upon hin 70 artet 
op gh w uote it nat for the A 
only ,.\ 3 or the Argument. lake. . 
crave. leave to cite one paſlage more out of 
his Book: Of e tos Foreign Jariſdicti- 
ap. 525. Thus he writes; Haue not the 
Od and may later ee, ene 
Popery by decrying, all Epiſcopac or lin mparity. of 
Miniſters? When. it is ſo plain thats hrift. 2 
je XII above EX X, and g 9% up the number 

Matthias aud gavę Power, to. Apoſtles, and 
3 20 Others, ip be exerciſed, over other Char- 
ches and Paſtors? Aud when it is apparent that 
all the Charches for ma Hundred Tears had 
Epiſcopal Government (t gh, not ſuch as Po- 
per) and Tyranny have ſince roug ht in.) Thoſe 
call Hereticks and Schiſmaticis were for it, 
the Novatians and. Donatiſts ever Tgalous or 
Kc. And will it not greatly confirm the Papiſts 
to, find fuch Proteſtants reject the Judgment and 
Practice of all the Ancient Churches, and di Her 
from:the reſt of. the C briſtian World ? This la 
paſſage will ing us to the conſideration of 
the ſecond thing. 1 

2 The Aſſertion 1 in the 8 to . 5 Or- 
dination- Book, hat it is Evident to all Then 
diligently reading f the Holy Scriptures, and An- 
"en: Author &c. The objection is this; 

N _ 
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that * they could have aſſent. P- 
ed to the Uſe of the Book of Ordination and th: 
to the three Forms therein, yet they cannot M ab 
aſſent to this, hat it is evident to all Men di. ca 
Tigently reading the Scriptures and Ancient Au. w! 
thors, that from the Apoſtles time there have been be 
theſe three Orders; ſeeing Calvin, Beza, Blon- O- 
del, Salmaſius and many more reckoned up, in 
may be ſuppoſed to have diligenily read the Hoh if cra 
Scriptures and ancient Authors, and yet were f fait 
another Mind. To this we anſwer , that &: 
neither they nor we arecalPd' to affent to it. as 
This is part of the old Miſtake : for this of 
paſſage in the Preface is no part of what is thi 

preſcribꝰ'd to be uſed by us: it is a Propoſition ho. 
in the Book, but no ijunction by it. This of t 
hath been clear'd before and the Anſwer Pri 
ſtands firm here. But to take off all Cavik, N v 
let us conſider what it was that theſe Men, we 
Calvin, Beza, Blondel, and others that have He 
diligently read the Holy Scriptures and An - 
cient Authors, were of another mind in? «er: 
Was it that there were not ſuch differem 
Ranks of Miniſters from the Apoſtles days? ml 

No, That Mr. Baxter faith was apparent in lf tha: 
the Churches for 14 7 hundred Las; and 2 nu, 


gain, that was the Judgement and Practice off anf 
_ alt the Ancient Churches. What was it then ve 
Why, he faith , Thoſe learned Men held the 
that the Difference between a Biſhop and A of E 
* Prezbjil 
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Presbyter was not in Order but in Degree. So 
that all the Objection dwindles into a ſtrife 
about Words. What if that Which the 

| call Degree or Rank, be the fame with' tha 
. which we call Order or Office? may they not 
be the ſame Orger in one 9 and different 
raers in another reſpect? The ſame Order 
in Preaching and Adminiſtration of tlie Sa- 
craments (who doubts but where the Book 
aich the Prie# may ſpeak or act in Baptiſm, 
c. that is meant the Biſhop may ſpeak or act, 
as is preſcrib'd ? ) But anot her Order in Acts 
of Juriſdiction, as Ordination, &c. And that 
this may not ſeem harſh, we muſt obſerve 
how the word is us*d in Scripture. We read 
of the Order of Aaron in which reſpect all the 

Prieſts were one Order diſtinòt from the Le- 

vites: yet with reſpect to Jurisdictions there 

1 firſt Ne ee 7 we read of 

the Prieft's of the ſecana er, 2 Nings. 23. 4. 

Thuchale we ended his firſt Rank £2 67. 
der of Exceptions. He proceeds to ſix more: 
1. He faith, They, viz, the Nonconfor- 
miſts could not confent tu pronoance al ſavd 
that are buried except the Unbaptiz2d, e. 
municate and Selfmurderers. To Which we 
anſwer. Nor were they ever put to it, nor 
we neither. We ſhall diſtinctly conſider 
the Rabricks or Injunctions about the Office 
of Burĩal and then the Oe it ſelt. 


% * 


1. When 
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1. When we conſider what we aſſent and 
conſent to in this matter, we take it jor 
granted that this Office may be us'd at the 


| Apoſtle ſaith, we muſt not ſorrom as theſe 
l' without hope: there is no Objection made a- 
W! , "FP © Is * - - 

38 : gainſt the ſubject Matter of the Office, but 


1 only with reſpect to the Application of it to 
| fundry Perſons to whoſe caſe it is ſuppos'd 
5 t&beunſuited. Mr. Calamy ſaith, Miniſters 
| are obliged 10 declare and avouch the Souls of 
; 7 1 a | 

known.Adalterers,. Fornicators and Drunkaras 
lo iron the mich. of their Sine, withoar an 
| e, Repentgnce from firſt to laſt, tobe aſſu- 
q redly gone to Heaven. They are neceſſitated to 
1 ronounce them ſav d at their Graves, whom in 
l' their Palpitstbeycondemn. Now muſt we ſeri- 
[| ovilyaskMrCzlanyby whatWord or Paſſage 
iche Whole Liturgy are they obliged and ne. 
ceſſitated to this? There is an Office whoſe 
Title is, The Order of the Burial of the Deas, 
but not one word that it ſhall be us'd, of all 
the Dead. Les, faith Mr. Calamy, all bur 
the Unbapt is d, Excommunicate and Selfmur- 
derers., Let the Rubriet be read, and that 
wall reach him otherwiſe. The Book faith, 
Here it is to be noted, That the Office enſuing is 
not ga le uſe for any that die Unbaptiz'd or Ex- 
commiunicate, 
themſelves, But doth it follow that it oy 
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be used for all the Reſt? No, there is nor 
one wort about the matter; and if there be 
no ſuch thing requirid in the Book, how do 
chey tllat conſent to uſe the Book, thereby 
conſent to uſe what is not there? Thus have 
we fairly anſwer'd his Objection, though 
nothing. more ſhould be ſaid under this 
Head. We grant there is a Canon that 
threatens ſuſpenſion to Miniſters that refuſe 
to bury any but the Excommunicate, Cr. 
Theſe Canons have been ſeveral times re- 
fer'd to their proper place: in the mean time, 
what is this to the Aſſent and Conſent to the 
Liturgy iſo long: as that is ſecur'd, we 
have done what at preſent is requir'd. A 
Miniſter that dothi nothing that favours of 
Obſtinacy and Contempt, but upon rational 
« E Grounds-when ſuch a Corps is offerꝰd to be 
„buried, ſmall (as a preſent worthy Biſhop 
eis reported to have ſaid, he would do) take 
„his Horſe and ride out of Town, is in no 
11 eęreat danger of Suſpenſion. Thoügh per- 
„ haps in ſome caſes it may be more prudent 
„bor a Miniſter to uſe ſo much of the Office 
it Nas is ſuited, leaving out thoſe few lines that 
1, =: lyable to be miſconſtrud, for that time 
„*in which he is not bound to uſe any of it 
„. Iat all) thereby preventing any Noiſe on 
„n None ſide, as well as danger on the other. 
{ bur in other caſes, We are fo fat from being 
e 1 Fed eee 9:1; 20 Ou 
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obliged tobury theſe DrunkardsandWhore- 
mongers, and Perſons dying openly impe- 


nitent, that we are peremptorily forbidden 


to do it. For there are two ways of Perſons 
being denounc d Excommdnicate: The one, 


by the Law, either of God, 1 Cor. 5. 11. or 
of the Church agreeably thereunto; tlie o- 


ther by the Moath ef the Judge. Well et 


down this in the Words of a Reverend Dean 
yet living, in his Diſcaurſe of Church Unity, 
p. 103. There are tio ſarts 'of Excommunicati- 


- ons allowd in our Charch: '. Excommunicatio 


ſub judice, & latæ ſententiæ. The firſt is when 
Men are formally Excommunicated by the Eccle- 
fiaſtical Judge, Ihe 2d is call'd by the Canan Ex- 
communication ipſo facto non the Rubrict 
that forbias the Burial of Excommunicated Per- 
ſons, doth not confine this to any 4 Ex- 
communication. And therefore if 4 Miniſter 


either in viſiting the Sick,” or by am at hir mt an, 


finds any Man under this Sentence, thous! not 
actually inflicted on him by an . e Judge, 
yet he ma; by virtue of this Rabritk refuſe to 
bury him by the Form preſcribd in our Liturgie 
—=T his Authority is expreſly allomd The Mini- 


ler, in repelling thoſe from the Communion of the 


Lords Supper who are Notorious and open Evil 
Livers; and the ſame reaſon holds in the Office 
of Barial. Now then if there be not one 
word in the Liturgie enjoining us to uſe 5 

. | Office 


1ootot ont in bs ba ane tk | is A 
tothe Church 1 England. * 
Office for all that die, and if we are ſorbid- 
den to uſe it as to the Perſons that he would 
inlinuatt, then is the Declaration freed from 
his Objet tions thus fat. Vet farther, 
2. When we conſider ke Offioe it ſelf, 
the words ſeem capable of àa mueli ſofter 
Senſe than he repreſents them in. As to the 
ae bur Hope of dur Brothers reſting 
in Chriſt; it is evident there are ſeveraf de- 
grees of Hope, and the Minifter may by a 
proper accent on his words expreſs à lo Wer 
degree of Hope as to ſome, às Well as a High- 
er as to others. As to the thanks for the De- 
e. llerance from t he Miſeries of "this finful Bie. 
x- Ilt is plain in the Letter, that wherever they 
t are gone, they are freed from: their Miſeries 
-In this World, and we oughit i all thing. 
x- give Thanks, and there are ſomè particular 
er I Rcaſons fot ir in this Caſe® But the Words 
, that Mr. Calamy ſingles out to deſcant on are 
wot. thus ſet down, the committing the Body to the 
ge, ¶ Ground in a ſure and certain hope of 4 Neſurre- 
to N lion to eternal Life, Which Words, ſalth He, 
nuſt neceſſarily be ſpoken with reference to the 
Perſon then inter d. The contrary tò which, 
s not only the fairer Senſe by the Rüle of 
interpretation | before laid down, but from 
hence we have ſome light to underſtand the 
other diſputed Places: for it is to be obſer- 
ved, that the Particle he, which Mr. Calamy 
F 2 leaves 
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68 A Defence of Miniſterial Conformity 
leaves out Hope f the Reſurreftian to eter. 
nal Life, was an amendment at the laſt Re. 
view of the Common Prayer, at the coming 
in of K. Ch. II. and ſeems to ſome to be put 
in to obviate this Objection, of its being 


red: which if ſo, would ſhew that they de- 
ſign'd that the Words ſhould be other wiſe 
underſtood, than Mr. Calam would have 
them; it being a very agreeable Senſe to 
commit a Body to the Ground, in ſure and 


43 


certain Hope of that great Article of our 


Faith, The Reſurredtion of the Body, viz. off © 
the Reſurrection in general, and of our ou . 
Reſurrection in particular, as it immedi 8 
ately follows, who ſball change our vile Bodi 4 
c. And now we come to the hardeſſi G 
Phraſe, which Mr. Calam is largeſt upon 6 
vir, that God in great Mercy had taken ii to 
Soul of the Deceaſed to himſelf: that is, faith 
He, into Heaven. Now ſuch Ianuendo * 
ſhould be very clear; On the. other ſide, W 10 
confider, there is a twofold taking of Seu m 
to himſelf. The one, a Receiving them 95 
himſelf to live and dwell with Him. The 0 0 
ther, a Summoning. them to himſelf to 4 8 
ja d by Him, to their eternal State. I I 
laſt is ſpoken of in ſeveral places, Job. 34. 1: 11 
5. — God gathers to Himſelf his Spirit 4 
Breath ; ſpeaking of the Death of all Meni _. 
,,, ele —_ 


to the Church of England. 69 
differently, who as to their Bodies are ſaid 
there to perifh together and turn again into 


Dat. From hence the Words in the Litur- 
"ij gy ſeem to be taken. To the ſame purpoſe 
5 Eccle. 12.9, The Spirit returns to God that 
WI gave it. The only remaining Difficulty is, 
5 how this is ſaid to be in great Mercy, when 


the partieular Judgment is ſuck matter of 


"NF Terror to Wicked Men. The account gi I 
1 ven of it is, That it may be a great Mercy fo 


Wicked Men to be taken off when they are 
going on ſtill in their Wickedneſs, whereby 
their futafe account would be ſo much ag- 
gravated and the Puniſnment thereupon in- 
creaſed: For which Reaſon St. Chryſoſtom 
doth earneſtiy inſiſt upon it, (Homil. 24. in 
Geneſin) that the Flood Was 4 Merey to the 
Old World, whereby there as a ſtop put 
to their Progreſs in Wickedneſs, which 
would but have inhane t their future Reck- 
oning: And that it is a great Mercy to Men 
in general not to be left to the unjuſt Judg- 
ment of Men and Devils, but to ſtand before 
ajuſt righteous and merciful Tribunal, to be 
judg'd according to the Terms of the bleſſed 
Goſpel; and though Wicked Men fall into 
che hands of Satan, yet not till delivered into 
his hands by a righteous Judge. 
Add to all this, that there is no Diſpute 
6 Doubting about the Doctrine of this 
{1 F 3 Church, 
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Church, as to the State of them that die 
impenitently, now all Forms and Offices, in 
a Church are to be underſtood agcording to 
the eſtabliſſ't and avowed Doctrine of it. 
Aſter all, we ſtill ſtand to our firſt Anſwer, 
The Office of Burial is granted to be excel. 
lent, when. rightly: apply'd: It; ſuppoſeth 
the Exereiſe of, Diſcipline, Which every Mi- 
niſter;hath, promis: d in / his Ordination · Voyr 
to adminiſter; if then the Dead be incapable 
of having theſe Words ſpoken at them, or 
the. Living would be hardened thereby, then 
is not the Office intended for them, nor 
muſt it he usꝰd at that tina 510 
„ e The. next thing he calls 4 Trifle and 
411 led ſo itz, a about conſentinꝑ to A falſe 
Rule find out Eaſter dn The Words are, 
Haſter Day is always the hrt Su nin after the 
Fiſt full Modu, which happens After: the 2410 
. Dayi of; Mareh. This Rule, He ſaith „ 15 
Frequently Falſe, and appeals tothe Common 
ther it be falſe or no e ſuppaſe it depends 
upon ſome little turn of a Minute or two, 
between two days in Which the Moon 
changeth, in which there ſeems great Diffe- 
rence and Uncertainty amongſt skilful A- 
ſtronomers: But that it frequent fails, as 
Mr. Calamy takes it upon truſt, is utterly 
deny'd. And may we not conſent to uſe 
5 3 4 good 


t to the C N Ws. 
a good "Rae fear enerally holds good, be- 
_ cauſe! rebel on of Wos of Years, it 
bath been found to have ſome Exceptions? 
The ofly“ thing objected is, that the Rule 
avouchetiw ix univerfally; that" Eaſter Day is 
 alwapy on the frſt Sunday ;' &c. and is not 
this the frequent way of peakin in Scrip- 
ture, and all Ole, eſpeclally if the 
thing g ſpoken off be of perpertial or long Con- 
rinuance? 80 2 Sam. g/'16,' Meptitboſheth 
all Eur Bread always af N Table. i. s. uſu- 
ally and Ordinatily, Job. 18. 20. inne Tem- 
K whicher the Jews 585 relort. Acfe f 0.2. 
Cornelius pra) 255 God alwa on would 
be abſurd to Bases many Examples of ſo 
b plain a thing. The Rule is g N 
: 71 nds as' 0 e- uſe 45 IS, ea, it holds hou 5 
; i. el perpetuj fa ever, f 
A” W dams eee Fw Ert 27 P 
4 8 
; 


he next thing 'excepred againſt 1 is, 

the Conſeut du uſe hat Leſſons in the _ 
'publick Churches. In anfwer to Which, we 

- RY fall diftinfly conſider, how far we are 
| 5 ed * Tels, : and whetherit be law. : 

i to 

3 "00g "How far we are oblig 4 to u lem. 

Te! is certain there is nothing to imply ſuch 

2 Preſcription, but that they are found in 

the Kalenlar, The general Title of which 

| is, The wood how Pow "Holy Tl 15 = 


F 4 ed 


| 
£ 
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matter of Objection, that they ga (ſaith he) 
without any diſcrimination under the Title and 
Nation of Holy Saripture. To which we an- 
ſwer, that if it be true, it 45: but What is 
Common l in all- Speech, for the; leſſer. and 
 Weaner © go -under-the denomination of the 
greater. and betten part: but perhaps this Ti- 
tle may be found to exclude the Apocryphal 
Lſſons from being read. We are ſure, that 
in the VIH Article:we are told, that by Holy 
Scripture we are to unllerſtand the Canonical 
Hools, there reckoned up, and thoſe only, 
_ other Boals in the Article, andi there alſo 
reckoned up. So that though, tlſere might 
be ſome particular Rea ſons, Why the Com- 
pilers might let choſe Apottypbal Leſſons ſtand 
in the Kalendar, v hioh might ber peculiar 
to that time and no forgotten, yet might 
they not intend them to be read in Chur- 
ches, hut rathęr that the Hoh Scriptures 
ſhould ibe only read, according to the cx- 
preſs words of the Order. And if any 
ſhould think tliis a Conceit without Ground, 
and ſhould ask What they intended ſhould 
be read hen an Apacryphal Leſſon is fix'd to 
the day; we belieye we can anſwer them 
from the Words and authentick Declara- 
F10n of thoſe Holy Men in the Preface to 


the 


of the Preface is, an Admonition to all Mini- 

ſters Eccliſtaffical, towards the cloſe of which 
we find theſe Words. M bers it may ſo chanse 
V 
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oughr by them to be a. rye on the 


7 may have ſubſcrib'd as far as any Cor 1 
iche Land: for the moſt that is ſaid about þ 
cheir uſe is in Art, VI. ſybſcribd by all 11 
, le orber Books. (meaning Apocryphal ones) 0 
48 Hierom ſaith, Ihe Church doth read for Ex- il 
0 C of Manners ; but 
ml Det it doth not apply them to eſtabliſh am Do. 
a-Frine. Which is a plain Approbation of 
o What he diſputes againſt, vis. the "_— — 
| | ne 
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me f Reading 7 them under A? je imitation 
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Care theret % erber dnn l 
fin in the = s 3 FE: 
Fes Bc jr „ lie 
Lord's days, When t ET ben PO 
Tous ende, And th he Solemnity calls for 
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bt phal Leſſon fall on t ON dy ha ' 
0 5 well deſe 15 75 1 7 % 5 Ny 
of Diligence in din the 
Kid” Atmonition hs IR fa y 
BY aſide He, Lord's Fay Leſſon, and chaf&'an 
A Ger. ee 1 18. 2. That every — 


beide no "a 5 „bleſſeck be God, al 
3 wn 18 168095 d ate) whe! he begins 

Ir ends a res Wert tel the 
k cople, i 5 + ord 17 rc Ichs that tis 
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16 ne 0 n 
ph ey muſt. con for 760 7% 5 850 "the 
Hs 9 2 Alter. . 1 in thole fsk Is hot true, 
2 Db is one thing 0 conſent he fe of 4 Miſ- 
.. tranſlated P! alter” (ſuppoh ar it beſo) 


; A apefher e to e he. Miſ- 8 
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cate” of it. There are Faults i in a 
Old Tranſlation, and Faults in the New, 
and we muſt uſe a faulty Tran ation. or We 
muſt 4% none. And if we, may 4 45 We 
may aſſent and conſent to uſe 1 it; and H we 
may aſſent and conſent to uſe lr en We 
may declare our Aſſent and Conſent ſo to, do 
We all do here as in our Anſwer $0, the 

fatmer ExceptiI. 4 lag 
I We enquire, hows far we a8 hl! 

to uſe this Old Tranſlation of, * Pſalms, 
We ſubmit our ſelves to better Judgements, 
but we conceive, till we are de ns | 

r Per „that chere is no order fr the 

che Old Verſion in our ordinary Nah 
Churches. No? will Mr. Calang ſay, when 
reger in the Declaration, reguir d ef 
I ry Incumbent... Tr ue s becauſe it makes 
—— © of the Title Page which is wholly xeti- 
e Ded in. that Declatation: and the Words in 
che Title Page run thus iger her with 
% Pſalteror Pſalms of David pointed & df 
"8 wretobe ſung or ſaid in zurches: which ſeems 9 
to limit the uſe of this Tranſlation ta the "ol 
„ places where they are Sung or Said according I! 
to thoſe Points. _ There are near 10000 | 
Churches in this Land whete they are not 

| ſung or ſaid according to thoſe Points: :Now 

g the Order being only to uſe the Pſalms, and 

2 there being two Verſions thereof med Ta 

e 


76 ADefenceof Miniſterial Conformity 
be read in Churches, we ſee not but a Mini- 
ſter is at Liberty to chuſe which he pleaſeth. 
But we acknowledge, this is not throwly 
home to the preſent purpoſe. We are there 
dae 40 EET 
2. Whether the Old Verſion may law- 
fully be usd, for ſome Uſe ſeems plainly to 
be conſented to, wiz. in thoſe places at 
leaſt where they are ſung: or ſaid according 
to the Points; and if we think it law ful to 
uſe it in thoſe places, we muſt judge it la- 
ful to be us d in others, if the Order extends 
{ far. Againſt this Mr. Calamp brings a 
F deere 3 

Charge implying, that this Verſion contains 
ſomethinig contrary to the Mord ef God, and 
therefore not to be us d. For proof uf ts 
he produceth P/. 105. 28 where* the? Old 
Verſion reads. They were not Obedient tu his 
Mord. The New Verſion faith, They rebel. 
led not dg ainſt his Word. Here he faith, how 
eduld they give their Aﬀent, that they Re- 
belled, and they R ebelled not We- anſwer 
him, it is true, Rebelled, and Rebelled not are 
contrary or contradictory, if ſpoken of the 
ſame Action, the ſame Perſons and the ſame 


time, otherwiſe they are not. Thus Beth- 
lehem was th leaſt among the thouſands of 
Judah, viz. in Walls and Furniture; but it 
Was nol the leaſt, viz. in Honour and Dignity, 
becauſe our Lord was born thete. So in the 
21 pareſent 


J. — A * * 


. 
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preſent caſe, if the Words are ſpoken of Mo- 
ſes and Aaron, then we find by the Hiſtory, 
they were not Diſobedient to his Mord: but if 
of Pharaoh and his Hoſt,” then they were not 
Obedient to his Mord. But he will fay, 
though both theſe are true in their different 
Reſpects, yet both cannot be meant in'the 
Text. Right, but it may be very hard to 


x 


ngland. N © 
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tell which of them is meant. Let him but 


look into Mr. PooPs Synopſis upon the place, 
he may poſſibly find it paſt his Skill to de- 


termine which Tranſlation is beſt: and if 


we muft not conſent to uſe à Tranflation, 


till we can Reconcile all the Difficulties in 
the ſeveral Readings, we are in a fad cafe. 
But to put all paſt doubt, we-will give him 


uncontroulable Authority for the uſing a 


Tranſlation differing in many things f 


the Hebrew, and conſequently of this very 


Tranflation of the Pſalms. He faith, by 
way of Objection againſt this Verſion, that 
it is more accommodated to the Septuagint than 
to the Original Hebrew, Be it ſo, then he 
knows very well, that this very Sepraagint- 


Tranſlation was made uſe of by the Apoſtles 
and Evangeliſts, even in thoſe very things 


and places wherein it differ'd from and with 
che Hebrew. We are far from thinking 
that the Setuagint is to be preferred before 


the Hebrew, which'is the Extreath of ſome 


Learned 
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rned Men the other way; and tis no | aw 
A ſtrange Extream to think that it may I #4 
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used by us, which the Apoſtles did If ti 


£ 


ſe and follow, which is ſo frequently quo- || of 
ted in the N ew Teſtament, and ſo many 0 


parts it taken into it. And as we Have 


Zixen him the higheſt Authority for tie jſe 
fithe Greek Tranſlation, out of which this 


. I 


A) 

Wi 

K Ira Our ON Which th H 

| ld Ver Gon is taken; ſo we will give a m 
fo 
As. 

48 

th 


Lower Authority for this very Engliſh Her- 
an which Fe pe againſt. The Author 
0 e re ce to the Supplement to Mr. 
Pools Annotations (we ſuppoſe, Dr. Collins) | 
hath a remarkable. paſſage to be ſet before a Il & 
ben ſo many Eminent Noncon- C 
formiſts were worthily concern*d— To this al 
aa the Pſalms, and the Croſpels, and Epiſtles; 21 
Lit is a miſtake as to the Goſpels and Epiſtles, I fu 
which were alter'd according to the New | 
. when K. Ch. II. came in, but tl 
the Author being a Nonconformiſt might as 
not bene in our Service Book are accord- fi 
Ang 10 L on and Coverdale's Bibles, which tl 
mould make us warp in our tenſures of that ce 
Tranſlation, though we ſee reaſon in many tl 
things to diſſent from it. Only we having a N 
more correct Tranſlation eftabliſht by Authority, 0 
_why (for the avoiding the Offence of leſs knowing v 
People) we have not made uſe of that, but re- d 
tain'd 4 Tranſlation ; not undertaken by amy | © 
; pablick 
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4 een 1 11414 1 | 
publick Authority, and .canfeſt to be more imyexr 
felt, is what I cannat, un accqant um ſelf. ou 


of his Martyr hath lo order'd it. 
5. The next Fault that he finds is, fle 
Aſſent und Conſent to St. Athanaſ uss Creed, in 
which are the Damnatom Semtences; which; 
Hei ſaith, ſcemd to ctbem (the Nonconfor- 
miſts ) ve Harſb, and they thought it unres- 
ſonable to be forc hd $6 ranouncę ſo mueb Candoun 
u this amounted to. Now muſt we ſeriouſſy 
ask Mr. Calamp, whether He will ſtand to 
this or no? Doth He upon ſecond thoughts 
ſtand to it, that they cannot aſtent to this 
Creed throughout? Why, they have actu · 
ally done it, and Mr. Calam, we ſuppoſe; 
amongſt the Reſt; and this in plainer and 
fuller words than the Declaration that He is 
ſpeaking againſt amounts to. The Declara- 
tion only reſpects the Aſſent to the uſe of ity 
as Was prov'd before, but the 80% Article 
ſubſcrib d by him is, that this Creed aagbt 
thozowlp co be receiv d, for it maybe prov aby moſt 
cert ar warrant of Ho) Scriptarec And now 
the Readers will pitty Mr. +Calamy as the 
Writers do, for writing thus looſely, ; hand 
over head, and taking things thus upon truſt 
without ever Examining them, and Con- 
demning his own. Act and Deed, that He 
may accuſe us: He neglects to mention the 
known 
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known anfwers given heretofore to his for- 
mer Accuſations, and here He overlooks the 
Anfwer which He himſelf was oblig' d to 
make, if He knew what he did, when He 
ſubſcribed the Articles; unleſs He ſaw with 
other Mens Eyes in What He own'd as well 
as in what He condemns. But if any ſhould 
ſay, This doth not make the Creed the bet- 
ter, becauſe the Nonconformiſts have ſub- 
{crib'd it too; it is therefore neceſſary toan- 
(wer his Objection. In the Creed it is ſaid 
which Faith enxcepe every one do keep whole and 
_— without” doubt He” ſball periſh" Ever- 
No. Mr. Calamy faith, that they 
— rode of the Creed, and; eſteem it 
an 2 'explication of the Doctrine F the 
_ Trinity, but could not think themſelves cull'd to 
Judge other: Men, Damm d for ever, whaoare 
vot ſo well SkiPd in that Myſtery as not to belib ve 
 6very word there — And He inftanceth 
in the Greek Churches not receiving the 
Filioque in the Article of the Proceſſion of the 
om Ghoſt,) To which we anſwer (and, we 

ppoſe, Mr. Calamy will anſwer with us, 
— He knows that He hath ſubſcrib'd it) 
that we are to diſtinguiſh the Doctrine of 
the Trinity and of the incarnation of the Son 
of God, from the Explications herein given 
thereof; and it is only with reſpect to the 
Doctrine N we are to N On :Damna- 
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tory Saaten; and Then we make not. our 
ſelves Judges, bur. only repeat the plain 
Scripta res. WH hich lay, 1772 that believes not, 
ball b 44 wed... He that believes not the Son 
which H e 17 0 5 do without belieying the 


Trinity) the 1 ſhall. not ſee 
Lift FE) l a; 1 55 rath of God abides. upon him, 
with divers ich li 


5 | 4 ſaith He, *y 

mult ore VE & punch 15 the Athanaſian Creed, 
and. every. ord. thers; written under pain, of 
Damnation This repreſentation We ſup⸗ 
pole . Fakes, from the Words quoted; 

which”. a extept exrery. en. do keep, whole 7 
and unde 1055 - 70 who may ſeem to be 

as m c a . Mord. But 
if He AY, tor not! pom Article. we won- 
der 10 „ that He. FE ot. look into the 


Gre isnt, his Creed A 1 Which He 
Would 15 found, that the En gliſn Word 
whole is Equivocal, it is not ox 91 55 G nOt 


total but ud or ſale which. is explain” d by | 
the other. Word and el. So tis not meant 
geg h.of every ws. or Point in tlie Ex- 
P Flee ag He would inlümtate, but Faith. 
fully ie other Lord is ir the ſame Creed; 
tha t 1 be. | al, or. und, not. rotten 
an Tb with. Da; able Hereſies,.. 3 

6. IL S | & thin LA of eced. to, is the. Aſ⸗ 
eng, to the:Rubrick at the end of Pi 
tion; e none [1 ſbould: 22 adritted to the H 


Ti 4 2 — FR was 


J Commuttion, until ſuth tin a H be. con- 
717d, or be 2 and Heferons, to be cdnffrm'd. 
1 be very hard for an ufiblaſdd Pet- 
da to find but What it is that 1s fund fault 
Wet in this Rubrick; as defirous'as we are 

1 ag that mi lit prevent Quarrelts 
end "Brethren, . Woch hot pa 100 
| Rubrick for 4. great deal. PRE PH 

Fell ſerv'd, Worn gene i nt g MN x{hp 
pol to the. Lord's r, and ſerves 
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ſome Perſons! are willing to omi their |baptifmal 


Covenant Under ſtanding ly-axd ' Seriouſly, before 
the Church and their own Paſtors: Why then, 
fay we, they: are deſirous to be cunfrmid; for 
Confirmation is ſuch an owning the Bap- 
tiſmal Covenant, Cc. Les but, ſaich He, 
they may ſcruple this Dioceſan Ceremony; and 
fo by this Rubrick. be caſt from the Com- 
munion. Now (not to inſiſt upon it, that 
the beſt Proofs we have for Conſirmation do 
mention the Ceremom of laing on of Hands) 
it is enough for our preſent purpoſe, that 
the qualifi'd: Perſons: do dere Confirmation 
in the ſubſtance of it. To be deſirous of any 
thing, which yet we do not obtain, ſuppo- 
ſeth ſome obſtacle or hindrance : Now we 
confeſs the being actually confirm'd would im- 
ply a Submiſſion to the Rituals; bur Perſons 
may be deſiruus of Confirmation, who yet by 
ſome things ſcrupled in the Office may be 
hindred from obtaining it; as we preſume 
Mr. Calamy might be deſirous of Epiſcopal 
Ordination, though by rea ſon of ſome things 
{crupled in Conformity He could not re- 
ceive it. Now if they be ready and deſirous 
10 be confirm d, they are to be admitted to the 
Lord's Supper, though they be not actually 
Confirm! 2 LO, Jap” 
Thus have we gone over Mr. Calamy's 


twelve particular Paragraphs, depending 
| $ G 2 


upon. 


84 A Defence of Miniſterial Conformity 
upon his general Accuſation of the.\Dec/ara- 
tion and Subſcription to the Liturgy.; and 
have plainly prov'd, that there is not one of 
them, in which the things found fault witli 
are not miſtaken, and ſtrain'd, and forcꝰd by 
wrong Conſtruction and Application. And 
we cannot but beſeech and admoniſh Him 
as a Brother in the Lord, to conſider whoſe 
work he hath been doing, and whom He 
gratifies by theſe Miſrepreſentations of us. 
He knows the Miniſtry of Exgland to be ſet 
for the Defence of the Goſpel at this day a- 
gainſt Deiſts, Soeinians and! a numerous 
Company of Blaſphemous A dverſaries of all 
Religion (as they were a while ago againſt 
the Popiſh Adverſaries.) And He might 
eaſily gueſs, that what words he puts into 
their Mouths agaiuſt us, by this way of 
diſcourſing, they will be ſure to uſe againſt 
all Religion, as Prieſt-craft, and againſt the 
Miniſtry in general, or, as they expreſs it, 


Fiennes, rien wands) iv 

Mie come next to another Head of greater 
Miſtakes and Miſrepreſentations. 

II. Mr. Calau faith, They were requi- 
red to take the Oath of Canonical Obedience, and 
ſwear Subjection to their Ordinary, according 10 
the Canons of the Church. Which Ambi- 
guous Words according to the Canons of the 
Church, are put in by Himſelf to ſerve a 
Ret”: - . ſtrange 


* 


r 
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ſtrange purpoſe that we ſhall come to pre- 
| ſently. He recites the Promiſe at Ordination 
| rightly as alſo the Oath, The Words of 
both ſeem ſet together with wonderful Care 
and Caution to prevent Scruples and Quar- 
rels. The Promiſe to Obey thoſe to whom is 
committed the Charge and Government over us, [4 
is limited by two Expreſſions ſufficiently ex- I 
plaining the Senſe, viz. following with a glad 
And and Mill their Godlp Aamonitions, and 
Wl /ubmitting: to their Godlp Judgments. The 
1 Oath is of. Canonical Obedience to their own 
Biſhop only and His Succeſſors, and expre- 
ly ine theſe Words, in all lawful and 
honeſt things. Let us now conſider his Ex- 
ceptions againſt this Promiſe and Oath. * 
1. He repreſents this as a binding Mini- 
{ters by Oath to all the Canons. So that, 
He faith, Though in the Oath there be a limi- 
tation in Words, yet they [the Nonconfor- 
miſts] plainly ſaw, it was only to be extended 
to future Commands, while an Obligation to 
rt WW comply with the things antecedently requir'd by 
% e Canons as lawful and boneſt, was ſuppos d 
„and talen for granted. Upon this He reck- 
ons up the ſeveral Canons in nine or ten 
'0 IF Pages, to which He ſuppoſeth the Miniſters 
to be bound by Oath, faying that they ſpear 
be habjection to them, oblige themſelves to conſent 
o them, &c. We ſhall return him a fair and 
large Anſwer, 63 PE It 
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It ãs no ſmall Prejudice at firſt againſt this 
; Roppaſelnarion, that we cannot meet with 
any one Perſon that ever had ſuch a thing 
in their thoughts, or at leaſt that ever Pub- 
liſhed ſuch a uppoſition, till the Bot quo- 
ted in his Margin, calld Nonconformity ſta- 
ted and argwd came out in the Year 1689 
when that Holy Man wrote in Old Age, 
and in great and continued Pain. The Ca- 
nons here ſpoken of had been then made 
almoſt go Years, and the Oath taken by the 
| Minifters from che very firſt Reformation. 
Conformiſts and Nonconformiſts took it. 
Indeed Carre and tlie Separatiſts were a- 
gainſt the Oath, becauſe of their diſlike of 
the Order of Biſhops, but had they dreamt 
that it was intended to {wear Men to all the 
Canons, what fairer Flings might they have 
had at it? On the contrary, Mr 'Baxter in 
his Chriſtian Drirec#ory, Part. 3. Qa. 153. hath 
theſe Words. Te Old Nonconformiſts who 
thought the Enpliſh Prelacy an. unlawfal Office, 
yet Maintuinsd that # is lawful to take the Oath 
of Canonical Obedience, Te auſe they thought it 
WAS inpogd by the King and aws, ana that we 
Swear to them not as Officers claiming 4 Divint 
Right in their Spiritual Government, but 48 
Ordinarzss or Offers made by” the Ring, to ex- 
erciſe ſo much of the Eccleſraftical 27 Aiction 
ander Him, as He c can delegat's © —— if Prelas 


"were 
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7 172 'd neuer ſo.unlawful, uo douty. Fab. a 


g's Command we may Swear. qr per} ore 


formal Opedience to « Prelate. 77 50 Eu 77 
Offcer. 4 7025 e Naxgonformiſts 
this,' read Bra 


th 1 Lane 2 5 wv 
ſhews that neit A Nox 
nor Mr. Baxter at that ime had _— 15 


0 


of ſuch an Aſſertion as and, advag- 


ceth now, that the 8 bou Men to 


obey all the Canons; multitudes of Which 
are unk . man Obſolete. t a few 
Impo LY the end _ hand- 
ling xe Ge Que ** Miro 2 705 Suk. 
on Judgment for the taking this 
— If it be not —＋ Pre slnakl which 


amn A 
impoſ 100. it, ** eitlur the Ring and Law. 


com- 
mand it, or celfity require it, for the audi⸗ 


55 of a greater Evil, it may be Lawful aud 6 


— to take en Oath 47 Obedience to 4 Lawful 

Presbyter or Biſhop , becauſe 1. It i our Duty 
to obey them. 2. Aud it is not forbidden as ly 
Chriſt to Promiſe or Swear to do our Duty, 
(evenwhen they may Sin in demanding ſach an 
Oath) I an Officer be lamful in the Eſſential 
Parts, and yet have anlanful Integrals or Ad- 


jundis, or be abused in Exerciſe, it will nat by 


ſuch Adaitions or Abuſes be made 
Swear Obedience to the Officer as v7 Tic 
laſt Words are as full a Confutation of Mr. 
Calem's Notion, 0 the ten Pages 128 
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Our next Anſwer is, That Mr: Calany's 
Accufation in this matter, turns in full 
force upon Himfelf, and upon thioſè whom 
He pretends to be for; and He can no ways 
extricate Himſelf from the Force of it, but 


* 


in the ſame way He muſt let us out too. 
We take it for granted that Mr. Calum) hath, 
or, before this Writing is Publiſhed}, will 
have taken the Oath of Allegiance te Cneen 
Anne, which Allegiance is an Obligation to 
legal Obedience, and thę very Word Obedi- 
ence is join'd with it in the Abjuration con- 
tain*d in the ſame Oath. Now let any one 


take up Mr. Calamy's Words, p. 523, and 


write thus. Becauſe all Obedience hath an E 


ſential Relation to the Lams and Mandates of 
theſe whom Perſons are bound to obey there- 


fore the Qath of Allegiance, which hath a vefe- 


"rence to the Stated Laws and Canons of the 
Church Tand State} carries in it à plain Obli- 
gation\to topmply with them, and ſubmit to them 
in "their Stated Practice, where they hade not 
2 "Diſpenſation. To this Mr. Calamy will 
"preſently reply; /o it doth, the Oath oblig- 
eth us tq obſerve the Queens Laws, - ſo be 
it they be'Lawful [by God's Law,] and ho- 


# 


., or fit for a Chriſtian, and Ege Man 


0 perform. Very well, allow it, That 


that 


[Conformity 
He builds upon it, s if poken on purpoſe 
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to the Church of England. 89 
that Limitation is meant, though not ex. 
preſt in the Oath of Allegiance ; then let us 
go on with Mr. Calamy's Words. Thong, 
the Allegiance be limited to things lawful an 
honeſt, yet is it evidently ſuppos'd, that the Laws- 
which are in Force do require no other than ſueb 
things, wit hout leaving Perſons ' at Liberty, 
which Laws they'll obey , and which they'll refuſe 
— % that this Limitation is only to be ex- 
tended to I the Queens ] future Commands, 
while an Obligation to comply, with the things 
antecedently requir'd by the Laws as Lamful and 
Honeſt, is ſuppos'd and taken for granted, Now 
when his own Words thus fall upon Him; 
they will grind Him with the ſame Canons 
that He bath produc'd in ſo many Pages. 
He muſt then by his Oath conſent to all the 
Excommunicating Canons (the Reader will 
pardon us, *tis his own way of reaſoning) 
and Swear Sabjection ts the Reſt, for theſe are 
the Queen's Eccleſiaſtical Laws, as in the 
forecited place of Mr. Baxter, it is ſaid di- 
realy, they are materially Eccleſiaſtical but 
formally magiſtratical ; being of no Validity 
without the Royal Aſſent; and that by vir- 
tue of an Act of Parliament, viz. 25 Hen. 
8. ch. 19. Eſtabliſhing Canons that have the 
Royal. Aſſent, ſo be it they are not contrary to 
any Statute Laws of the Land. He will be 
in the fame Condition as to Statute Laws 
WF alſo, 
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alſo, and thoſe antecedent to his taking this 
Oath. The Queens Laws command the 


| keeping of Lent by refraining from Fleſh, 


unleſs there be a Licence from the Ordinary. 
The Queens Laws require all manner of Per- 


fans to hear Morning and Evening Prayer in 


their Pariſh Church, or Chappel every Lord's 
day, &c. Now either He hath bound Him- 
ſelf to conform to theſe and many more ſuch 
Laws, or He hath not. If He hath, let 


Him then aggravate and exaggerate things to 


Himſelf, as to theſe and ſuch like Laws, as 
He doth to us in reſpe& of the Canons. If 
He faith, that He is not bound to theſe = 
by the Oath of Allegiance, then let Him ex- 
plain the Obligation that the Oath. to the 
Queen lays Him under, and the | Anſwer 
will ſerve as to the other that He is ſpeaking 
againſt. | "ap, at Hd 


hb AY a , C3475 2 COLT AIRF EH 
The Reader will pardon us, if to pre- 
vent all Objections, we repeat ſomething of 
what we have ſaid , and apply it to the 
Oaths which are taken to ſubordinate Go- 


vernours. Mr. Calamy's Interpretation of 


this Oath, would make the like Oath un- 


lawful in Cities and Corporations, which 


the Citizens take to their Mayors or Gover- 
nours. The Oath of every Freeman of Lon- 
don is large, the ſecond Clauſe of which is 


in theſe Words——Obeyſans and Obedient, J 


mt *© 


tizens of Lox 
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ſhall be to the Mayor and Miniſters of the City. 
Now if Mr. Calamy ſhould tell the 
f1 (for He is a Preacher with- 
in the Liberties of that City) that Obedience 
hath an Eſſential Relation to Laws, &c. That 
the Acts of Common Council are the Stated 
Laws of the City, that the Oath of Obedi- 
ence to the Mayor and Miniſters of the City, 
hath reference to thoſe Acts of Common Coun- 
cil, &c. If He ſhould then reckon up all 
the Acts of Common Council that have bee 
made theſe hundred Years paſt, againft 
which He can find any Exception, and 
ſhould then tell the Citizens, that unleſs 
they can ſwear to thoſe Acts of Common 
Council they muſt not be Freemen, or take 
the' Oath of a Freeman ; we believe that 
they who may like his Book againſt us, 
would not like the Application to them- 
ſelves: they would angrily tell Him, that 
though the Oath expreſs it not, it doubtſeſs 
means, that they muſt obey the Mayor" and 
Miniſters of the City, in lawful things, and 
things hoxeft, or fitted to Citizens of London. 
And if He then tells them, that that Limi- 
tation will do for future Commands, but all 
things antecedently requir'd by the Acts of Cam- 
mon Council, muſt be taken for granted to be 
Lamful and Honeſt, and ſo muſt be Sworn 
to; we believe that the Cirizens would 
ns laugh 
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92 A Defence of Miniſterial Conformity 
laugh at the diſtinction, as trifling and hu: 
mourſome. Now if he does not, and dare 
not ſpeak thus to Citizens of London, why 
doth He «ſe divers Weights and Meaſures, 
and ſtrain matters to a Senſe contrary to his 
own in like cafes, and indeed to the Senſe 
of all Mankind? 47) r Io 07 

We may add to this the conſideration of 
the Abſurdities of ſuch an Interpretation, 
is. that the Oath of Canonical Obedience is to 
Swenr to the Canons; for if this were the 


meaning of the Oath, it would be an equal 


binding him that takes the Oath to all the 


Biſhops who are equally concern'd in the 


Canons, whereas it only reſpe&s the Biſhop 
of the Dioceſe in which the Minitter lives. 
Nay (which is worſe) it would not only 
bind Men to the Canons of 1603, but to 


multitudes of others in former national and 
provincial Synods, which are ſtill by the 


Act declar'd in Force ſo far forth as they 


are not contrary to the Laws of God and this 


Realm: the like may be ſaid of the Canons 


of general Councils, at leaſt of them that 
are own'd in this Land. It would require 
ten Vears Study of the Canon-Law. to have 


any tolerable acquaintance with the Laws, 


that He would ſuppoſe us ſworn to. Laſtly, 


This would be to render the Limitation. in 


the Qath uſeleſs, and ridiculous, viz. iz al 
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things Lawful and Honeſt, Mr. Calamy's di- 


ſtinction of the future Commands, to which 


He ſuppoſeth it to extend, and things ante- 
cedently requir d, to which he thinks it doth 
not extend, hath been ſhewn to be arbitrary 
and worſe. - It hath been already „ 
that this Limitation is always underſtood 


in all Oaths and Promiſes made to Kings, 


Mayors. or other Governours, without 
which they cannot be taken: and it hath 
been always believ' d (till Prejudice ſought 
to darken it) to be a peculiar tenderneſs in 
the Framers of this Oath to expreſs the Li- 


mitation, to prevent (if it might be) Ca- 


vils in ſome, and Scruples in others. 


* 


a 
We would fain hope, that by this time 


Mr. Calamy will allow us the ſame Candour 


and Juſtice, in the underſtanding this Oath 
and Promiſe, as He gives and takes in o- 
thers of the like nature. Mr. Baxter hath. 
told us, how the Old Nonconformiſts under 
ſlood this Oath and took it. We grant that 
we thereby own the Biſhops Juriſdiction 


and Government, as truly as the Citizens 


do that of the Mayor: We grant alſo that 
the Queſtion about the Obligation of Humane 
Laws, is not without its Difficulties; large 
Treatiſes are Written about it: Mr. Calamy 


cern'd with us in the Diſquiſition of it. The 
Reader 


and the Nonconformiſts are equally con- 


94 ADefenceof Miniſterial Conformity 
Reader may ſee many exeellent things 
 fotiching the Canons in particular, in Biſhop 
Stillinofleet's Eecleſſaſtical Caſes, He obſerves 
p. 374. How ſome Canons are alter d by ſub. 
ſequent Laws, (as all thoſe Excommunicating 
Canons which take up tliree' or four Pages 
ate repeaPd by the Act of Toleration.) 
thers have the Force of their Obligation, abated 
general Diſaſe, being matters of no great Con- 
race to the good of the Church or the Rights 
ether Perſons. Again, p. 378. the Biſhop 
plains this ot to be meant of Caſtoms taken 
ap by diſaffected Perſons , ſhewing Diſobedience 
and Contempt. And He there determines, 
That bare neglect doth not imply Contewipt in it 
felF, but where there is Admonition and Conti. 
nuante after it; bat where the diſuſe of a thing 
general, not out of Contempt, but upon other 
"Reaſons, and there is no Admonition by Supe- 
riours, Fo an ounivante, IR & a Pre- 
tion of a Conſent towards the layinp aſide 
Sa Obligation of the Canons a es 
So that the utmoſt that can be meant by the 
Oath of Canonical Obedience, is in theſe 
two things. Pu THO eee 
1. That we will pay a regular and legal 
Obedience (for ſo the Word Canonical ſig- 
nifies) to the Commands, Orders and Man- 
dates of the Biſhop of that Dioceſe in which 
we are, ſo far forth as we judge them a- 
= greeable 
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. greable to the Laws of God, and * this 
KRealm [ 7. e. in liciti] and proper and fuit- 


| of to our State and Place in the Church. 
5 by e. in honeftis] that eſpecially we will fol- 


; ow al Godly Admonitions, and obſerve thoſe 
; | Ordersthat tend to the advancing the Glo- 
: 19 oF — and ſerjous Godlineſs, © 
= he command any thing hard 
0 and upon our Conſciences , 'we will 
F 7007 and repreſent the Caſe to 
) hit 'F 7eſeribere ] and if we cannot obtain a 
1 relaxation of the hard Command, we will 
„ I patiently ſubmit to the Penalty, Which the 
„Laws of the Land (under which are com- 
prehended che Canons of the Church ) ſhall 
lay u A 
But faith Mr. Calany, we . 405 foo 
any ' Biſhop of the. af 1 to allow to any of 
their Clergy, that they ſhould be at Liberty; 
which Canons "they "I obey; and which-theyll refuſe. 
To 17975 we che it would be ridicu- 
lous if they fniould: No Judge at Weſtmin- 
ſter Hull, When He takes che Oath of Alle- 
Fance will be free to allow Mr. Calamy to 
e at LI, Hat Laws of the Queen He 
win bey, and which Hell refuſe. Büt 
every judge an] much more every Biſhop 
(if conſulted) will inform us, that we muſt 
not obe Det or Biſhop, or any Gover- 
nour „ in What we judge contrary to 5 
w 
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Law and Will of God upon pain of Damna- N « 
tion; x but if Ie cannot comply, WE. muſt 9 
ſubmit our ſelves to the Penalty which the o 
Law inflicts, without a ;Scandalqus and 2 
Contemptuous Rebellion, Which ĩs contrary I o 
to Obedience. N 13-42 1121 - Hr: Tat: C 
Having thus ſhewn the great M 
that Mr. Calamm lay under. | C he ath Q 


of Canonical Obedience, it might ſeem un- o 
neceſſary to {peak of the particular Canons, b 


ſceing the fault He finds with them depends I n 
upon his Miſtake of the manner Ned d v 
hings as 


ligation to them. Yet tomake all t 


5 


clear as may be, we mall. rank the Ca nons le 
which he ſets down under theſe two, Heads. 0 
I. Such in which we have no manner of I ar 
Concern, as no ways relating to us or our I B 
Miniſtry. Such are the Canons that threa- I « 
ten Excommunication on the Deprayers , 
the 1 urg. Can. x IV.-—0 : the 3 9 11 3 40 
Can. V. fihe Ceremonies. Can. VI. 


* 


OF the Church Governours. Can. VIL— Wi 


Y 4 


Of ihe, Ferm of Ordination, Can. VIII. up- I in 
on thoſe that . ſeparate. .. Can. IX. X. XI. I oy 
LVII. On Revolters after Subſcription. Can. I ( 
XXXVIII. On Denyers of the Church Re- w. 
preſentative, Can. XXXIX. CX. CXLL Iva 
All theſe Canons Mr... Calamy recites, and I thi 
aggravates the Evil of them; and if any Min 
think themſely C8 concern'd, they may . en- ſen 

| _ quire 
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err into his manner of repreſenting theſe - 
things, as we have done in others: For our 
own parts, we are no ways concern'd in 
any of them. Suppoſe that our Protniſe to 
obey the Biſhop, had been to obey all the 
Canons (ve deny it; but ſuppoſe it had) 
what is this to thoſe Canons that contain no 
Order or Command to us at all? Can we 
obey where there is po Command? Yes, 
but He faith, hat they Ci. e. rhe ſilenced Mi- 
niſters] could not conform nor conſent to theſe. 
We anſwer directly, nor was it ever requi- 
red of them; no more than the Oath of Al- 
legiance tyes him to conſent to all the 
Orders and Rules of the Court of Chancery, 
and the other Courts in Weſtmunſter Hall. 
But it may be ſaid: Though we are not 
© concern'd as to any thing cõfimanded in 
*theſe Canons, yet thefe-ifxcommunica-. 
tions may come to us to be Publiſſed, and 
then we are concern'd therein. Lo N hicht 
we anſwer, that this was indeed the mean- 
ing of the Author of Wonconformity ſtated 
out of which Mr. Calamp takes theſe things, 
(which Book was Printed that very Lear, 
when theſe Excommunicating Canons were 
vacated by a Subſequent aw) But then, 
this js nothing to Mr. Calamy's way of argu- 
ing againſt them, as if We were bound to cons 
ſent to them: As to the oafe of Publiſhing Ex- 
. 5 e commu- 
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nications, it is by Mr. Calamy. reſerv'd to a- 
nother place, and will be confidered when 7 
we come to it, for under theſe Heads He 
doth not ſo much as mention it, but wholl7 
miſtakes the State of the Cafe, and the 
Senſe of the Author out of which He takes 
It, 5 | FE 
2. The other Canons are ſuch as do in- 
deed require ſomething of us to be obſerv'd 
and obey'd. And here Mr. Calazy is full 
of Miſtakes, partly, in that He ſuppoſeth 
the Promiſe of Obedience to a Governour, 
to comprehend a Conſent to the Goodneſs 
and Expediency of all the Laws, which He 
governs by: Which is notoriouſly falſe, un- 
leſs by taking the Oath of Allegiance He 
hath conſented to the Goodneſs and Expe- 
diency of every Act of Parliament in Force 
ſince the days of K. Wil. I. And partly (which 
is more ſtrange) in that he ſuppoſeth, that 
when we promiſe to obey a Governour, we 
conſent to all the Hardſhips that his Laws 
put upon others, that cannot obey them as 
we do: For, He ſaith, :that though they C viz. 
tome Nonconformiſts] could have ſubmitted 
to wear the Sarplice, yet they durſt not concur 
iu the Suſpenſion of others, who were mort ſcru- 
Pulons of it than themſolves; which is juſt 
ſuch a Repreſentation, as if we ſhould fay, 
_ that all who, took the Oath of Allegiance 
ihne . 1 


ee if Ebel, Il 
in K. Charles II's Days (which, He faith, 
thi Nonconformiſts did not ſcruple) eſpecially 


# them that kneel. The, He faith, was ſpoker 


) 1 

if they themſelves went to Church, and | 
i took the Oxford Orb, 44 toncur in all the MM 
< Penalties that the Laws laid upon their Bre- 1 
9 thren, that were more ſcrupulous than them- 4 
| ſelves. The moſt that can be defired of. us, | 

; or that ſach Promifes can mean, is, That q 

| we obey fo far as we in Conſcience and Ho- 1 
| neſty can, and if we cannot that we ſubmit i 
1 to the Penalty. This being granted (as f 
L how can it be deny*d ?) it is very eaſy to ; 

s over the reſt of the Canons, which he ſets 

I/ A [ 
1 1. By Can. XXVII. No Miniſter is wit. [| 
, tingly to adminiſter the Communion to am but 1 
cf before; and it was anfwer'd before. If it | 
a appears to the Minifter , that He that re- if 
x fuſeth to kneel, doth it our of Contempt | 
and Deſign, He muſt obey and refuſe him. 1 
But whoever knew any Biſhop in our days [i 
> BE require the caſting of a humble ſcrupulous 

7 Perſon from the Communion, for the ſake of 


a geſture, when the caſe is fairly repreſented 
a to Him? And ſhould we ſuppoſe a Miniſter 


f under fo rigorous a Biſhop, and to have 
ſo ſcrupulous Perſons to deal with, if He 
« ſhould be forc'd in this and other inſtances 
8 to ſome Hardſhip; and if it comes to Suſ- 


H 2 penſion, 
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penſion, He muſt patiently bear it. There 
can be no Government ſo compleat amongſt 
Men, but Circumſtances may be imagined 
in which a conſcientious tender Man ma 

be under hardſhip by the Laws: Though 
(bleſſed be God) it is not like to happen in 
the Caſe before us. „CC 
2. The like Anſwer in great part may 
ſerve as to Can. XXVIII. where Miniſters 
are requir d to refuſe Communicants comin 

from other Pariſhes; though indeed this Ca- 
non 1s expreſt with greater Latitude, and 
feems to lay the Injunction upon the Church- 


wardens. It is here preſum'd, that it is 


not underſtood of ſuch, as being ordinarily 
. Communicants in their own Pariſhes , do 
come occaſionally. to another, when they 
have no Communion at their own. Biſhop 
Ning tells us, that in Ireland, they have pur- 
poſely the Communion at ſeveral times, by 
changing the Month cays in ſeveral Churches, 
that People, who are devoutly aiſpos'd, may have 
the Opportunity of receiving Weekly. Diſc. of 
Invent. in God's Worſhip. Ch. V. Sect. 2. 
and the Reaſon is yet greater, in caſe there 
be no Miniſters, or no Adminiſtration of 


that Ordinance in their own Pariſhes at all. 


We ſee no great difficulty that a Prudent 


_ Miniſter can be in from this Canon; but if 


there ſhould in ſome rare Caſes happen ſuch a 
1 Es Hardſhip, 


Pap, my nd 
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Hardſhip, the Miniſter muſt ſhew his Sub- 
miſſion to the Biſhop by petitioning or ſuf- 


3. He goes on to Can. LVIII. Requiring 


the Surplice to be worn; to which he gives the 


name of a Symbolica! Veftment. - This Word 
jo ſound great in the Ears of them that 
unde 


rſtand it not, who perhaps will wonder, 
when they are told, that He means only by 
that hard Word, a ſignificant Garment ſig- 
nifying Parity. We fay, we ſuppoſe Him 
to mean ſo; but really there is not the leaſt 
intimation in our Canons or Rubricks, that 
it hath any Signification at all put upon it, 


or that it is any more than a diſtindtive Gar. 


ment, as the Law appoints to Judges and 
other Officers. And if any think they may 
be diſtinguiſned from Tradesmen at other 
times, but not in the Exerciſe of their Fun- 
ction, it is as much as to ſay, a Judge may 
be diſtinguiſhed by his Scarlet in the Streets, 
but not on the Bench. Mr. Baxter wrote 
to Dr. Earl (as is ſaid in his Life, abridg d 


Mr. Calanmy) that He no more ſcrupled the 


Tipper on his Gown , than the Cuſhion on his 


Pulpit, nor had He more reaſon for one than 


the other. But if it ſhould be ſuppos'd to 


ſignifie Purity or Beauty, we lee not that this 


can make it unlawful, any more than were 


the Womens Veils, that did ſignifie Sabje. 
= Ty? . - np 
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ction to their Husbands, « Cor. 11. or indeed 
all the Habit of Women preſcrib'd 1 Ti. 2. 
9. Which is to ſignifie Modeſty and Shame- 


JW Y :: \ 0.240 4k 
4. The next Canon He finds fault with is 
Can. LXVIII. That Minifters are requir'd to 
Baptize all Children, that are offer d to them 
for that purpaſe. That this dath not extend 
to the Chi dren of Jews and Infidels is as cer- 
tain, as that Mr. Ca/awy is unjuſt in ſuppo- 
ſing it. It is fo far from requiring Him to 
baptize all Children without Exception, that 
He is not bound to baptize the Children of 
a Neighbouring Pariſh, much leſs of ſuch 
as are not within the pale of the viſible 
Church. A Miniſter by his Inſtitution hath 
committed to him the Care and Government 
of the Souls in the Church of — And it is 
the Chureh there which is his Charge, and 
it is of the Children of Church-Members 
that the Cauon ſpeaks: Nor is there any 
difference herein between the practice of 
Conformiſts now, and of the Nonconfor- 
miſts, . when they were in their places 
{lome few excepted, who were Independent.) 
Mr. Baxter tells us, He baptiæ'd all the Chil- 
dren in that great Town of Kederminſter, tał- 
ing the beſt Security He could get for their Eau- 
cation. And though He fuppoſeth in his 
Diſput. of Right to Sacraments, that there 
0 7. f an 


Ge oem Am ans a, wh. * 


may be Parents, whoſe Children may loſe 


their Right to Baptiſm, yet when He comes 
to explain Who they are, we believe a Mi- 


niſter may hve ſixty Years in the largeſt 
Market Town in Ezgland; and not have a 
Child offer'd to Baptiſm, born of two ſuch 
Parents: Lea farther, when we obſerve 
the uſe of Cireumciſion in the Fewiſh Church, 


into which (as into an Olive Tree) we were 


graffed, and obſerve what Reſpe& God ma- 
niteſteth to the Covenant of their Anceſtors, 
Levit. 26. 45. with Rom. 11. 28. We can- 
not believe that the Right of Children to 


Baptiſm, depends intirely upon the imme- 
diate Parents. But if a cafe ſhould happen, 


wherein He judgeth it unlawful, He muſt 
humbly repreſent it to the Biſhop; if he 
cannot comply nor be reliev'd, He muſt be 

fuſpended : How eaſily could we ſhew Mr. 

Calamy many of the Queen's Laws, which 

if rigorouſly urg'd in all cafes, that we ſup- 
poſe, may happen, may bring him or any 

good Man elf, in ſuch ſuppos'd Cireumſtan- 

ces, to a Neceffity of Suffering? 

5. The next Canon is Can. LXXII. 


which He thus repeats, Miniſters are debar'd 
the liberty of keeping private Faſts upon any 
Occaſion, or ſo much as being... preſent at them. 
Sis Canon lies in 


His Mifrepreſentation of £ 
leaving out all that whieh ſhould explain it. 
8 H 4 : 
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He firſt leaves out the word ſolemn , when 
the Canon ſaith , that no one-ſhall appoint 
or keep 45 ſolemn Faſt, it doth not at all 
intermeddle with what Perſons do in their 
Cloſets or Families, according to our Lord's 


Injunctions. Mat, 6. 16, 17, 18. This 


ſeems to be granted, but He faith, that 70 
Faſt and Pray wich bis People is 4 part of the 
Miniſters Office, which he can no more renounce 
than Preaching the Goſpel ; we come therefore 
to a greater Omiſſion, He leaves out, that 
the Canon forbids Faſts, other than. ſuch as 


by Law are, or by publick Authority {ball be 
appointed, Now the allowed times of Faſt- 


ivg by the Law and publick Authority do 
ſo frequently return, that there can be no 
poſſibſe need that a Miniſtet ſhould appoint 
any qther. In the Book of Common Prayer 
there is a Table, the Title of which is, Days 
of Faſting or Abſtinrnce, where out of 365 
days, there are 128 allowed for Faſting, and 


amongſt the reſt every Friday except Chriſtmas 
Day. If He now -wiſheth that He had 


chang'd the Objection, and upbraided us 
with our multiplicity, of faſting Days, ue 
muſt refer him to Biſhop Stilliagfleet's Ecc!:- 


fraftical. Caſes, p. 380. Me are not to make 


Objections for Him, but to [anſwer His. 


And if He ſhould-fay Of what uſe then, is 
erhis Canon, that. "by bids Mepiſters. to ap. 
0 E point | 


24 
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point Faſts, when the Law allows of ſo ma- 
„ny? We anſwer, that it is not reaſonable 


to ſuppoſe therefore that it can forbid 


faſting 7 
for the ordinary Exerciſe of Devotion; but 


muſt forbid the indicting Faſts for ſeditious 


Ends and Purpoſes, as particularly for Exor-. 
ciſing of poſſeſſed Perſons , lich is expreſſy 


nam'd in the Canon: that no one ſhould at- 


tempt to caſt out Devils by Faſting and Prayer; 


or hold Solemn Faſts publicly or privately, 
without leave of the Biſhop, for that or other 


— 
4 


doth not appoint. 


. - ” 


ends, which the Lam or public Authority 
6. The laſt Canon of this ſort, which He 


mentions, is Can. CXII. wherein Mini ſters 
are requir'd Yearly to give in the Names of the 
Non-Gommunicants'in their Pariſhes to the Bi- 


ſbop. If che Biſhop ſhould require this 


(whom we promiſe to obey) what hath Mr. 
Calamytoobjett againſt it? Why, He faith 
if we ſo exhibit their Names, they are to be 
Fxcommunirated and Confin d to Goals till they 
die: And then He goes on with the Aggra- 
vation of this Conſequence. But is this the 
neceſſary Conſequence of this matter? May 
not a Miniſter give an account of the Stars 
of his Pariſh. to the Biſhop, but preſently 


the . Biſhop muſt proſecute + all the Non- 
Goals? 
ith the 


Communicants, and ſend them to 
May not the Miniſter together w 


k 


Names 


0 
| 
| 
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Names give to the Biſhop the Character of 
the Perſons; who keep. away from Fears 
and Doubts, who from Seruples, 'who' from 
Careleſsneſs, and who by reaſon of Scan- 
dals? But then Mr. Calamy adds a Conſe- 

uence of his Conſequence, that this is 20 
orce them to the Sacrament, and ſo to Prophane- 
zeſs and Sacrilege : As if He did not know 
that Miniſters were not only allowed, but 
bound to repel the Scandalous from the 
Lord's Supper, if they ſhould offer them. 
ſelves. Nevertheleſs if in ſome dangerous 
times any hardſhip ſhould come upon à Mi- 
niſter in this Caſe, that it proves Sinful to 
exhibit the Names of any particular Perſon 
or Perſons on this account; why then (the 
Reader will pardon the Repetition) we are 
not bound by any Promiſe ſo to do: The 
Oath being limited to things only Larful 
And now at laſt (after ſo many Accuſa- 
tions) He ſeems to own” that Miniſters are 
not bound by the Oath of Canonical Obe- 
dience to approve of the Canons, yet, He 
faith, The Caſe of a Miniſter is the ſame with 
that of a Juſtice of Peace, though 4 Fuſfice be 
not bound by his Oath to approve of every Law 


of the Land, pet is He bound to execute all of 


them by his place, when He is calPd to it, fo 4 
Minſter, &c. To which we anſwer, that 


— 


4 
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the Caſe of a Miniſter is not the ſame wish 
that of a Juſtice of Peace in the matten before 
us, nor any thing like it. For a Juſtice f 
Peace beſides his Oath of Obedience to the 
Queen, takes an Oath ta put Her Laws in 
Execution; this makes the Eſſential Diffe- 


rence. This Oath in Queſtion is not lik 


the Juſtices Oath, but like that which every 
Subject takes to His proper Governour. 80 
that his inſtance of denouncing Excommuni- 
cations, is not to his preſent purpoſe , hut 
muſt be refer'd to the other place, where 
He himſelf hath ſet it, viz. under the next 
2. Another Capital Reaſon why the Oath of 
Cananical Obedience is ſcrupled, wiz. becauſe the 
Epiſcopal Government is managed by Chancellars 
Courts; where  Laymen Exerciſe the Chareh 
Keys by decretive Excommunications aud Abe. 
lations, &c. In anſwer to this, we ſhall 
coalider-/ [11 + b ni 
1. Whether Miniſters are bound by Oatle 
to theſe Courts. This He infinuates, but 
hath nothing but Miſrepreſentation to prove 
it. The Oath of Canonical Obedience hath 
not the word Ordinary nor Chief Miniſters in 
it; but is only to the Biſhop of the Dioceſe 
therein nam'd and his Succeſſors. Indeed 
the Promiſe at Ordination is to obey the 
Ordinary , and ather Chief Miniſters, and it 
N "0 
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is expreſly limited (as was ſaid before) to 
a following their Godly Admonitions, and 
ſubmitting to their Goaly Judgments. ' Here 
He faith, by Ordinary is meant not only the 
Biſhops, but Judges of the Courts; and that in 
this Senſe it us uſed by the Civilians. We be- 


lieve it may, but it is evident it is not ſo 


us'd in this Promiſe, becauſe it is expreſly 
diſtinguiſhed from the other Chief Miniſters. 
But then at leaſt He thinks that thoſe other 


Chief Miniſters are Laymen, Officials, Com. 
miſſaries, &c. For our parts, we are willing 


to follow the Godly Admonitions even of Lay- 
men, whether Chancellors and Officials in 
one Court, or Judges and Juſtices in ano- 
ther. But we ſee no reaſon to think that 
Chief Miniſters fignifie Laymen; when the 
words ſeem to be the plain Engliſhing of 
Archidiaconi; unleſs He thought the Arch 
Deacons to be Laymen (as He ſeems. to do 
by reckoning them up with Chancellors 


and Officials) who are of the graveſt Presby- 
fers in the Dioceſe: And when we find not 


the Word us'd in any other Senfe, chan for 
Miniſters of Chriſt, in the whole Book of Or- 
dination, or of the Liturgy of which it is a 
part. And that, laftly, He ſhould make 
this Obedience to be owing not only to Lay- 


men, but to the very Atteuilants on thoſe 


Courts, if we had not been well us'd to his 
way 
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way, of Repreſentation, had been very won- 
derful. But if we are not ſworn to. theſe 
Courts, we muſt conſider, © + 

2. How far we are oblig'd to ſubmit to 
their determination: And here He hath 
Miſtakes of the higheſt Nature, that Mini- 

ſters muſt act Blindfold, and not ſee with their 

on Ejes. That they had not ſo much 5 4 

Juag ment of Diſcretion left them, &c. If this 

be Miſrepreſentation too, than hath the 

whole of his Performance been all of a piece, 
and injuſtice hath ſtrangely. like a Thread | 
run through his Diſcourſe, though we be- 
lieve, not ſo intended by Him. Here we 

hope to make it appear, . 35 

Firſt, That no part of the Paſtoral Power 
is taken from Miniſters, that Chriſt hath 
given them. That the whole Paſtoral Pow- 
er is given them in Ordination is not deny'd. 

Mr. Corbet in his N 1 Plea for Lay- 

Communion. p. 14. hath at large prov'd it, 

from the publick Forms of the Church of Eng- 

land, &c. and if any part of the Exerciſe of 

it had been debar'd them, this had been a 

Grievance , but ought not to have hindred 

them from doing what they could. 

The ſilenc d Miniſters (Mr. Calan; tells us, 

p. 540) were 4s free as any for the Oath of Alle- 

5 giance, When yet the Laws reſtrain'd the 

/* Wl Exerciſe of their Miniſtry almoſt in all 

e e eng 
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points; ſtill they Swear to the Government, 
though they confeſs it reſtrains them from 


all Diſcipline by Synods, &c. yet did we 


never reproach them with owning that Go- 
'vernment by Oath, which thus reſtrains 
them. But that we are reſtrain'd from an 


Exerciſe of that Power that Chriſt hath gi. 


ven us, He can never prove; though He in. 

ſinuates as if we conſented to overthrow the 

Paſtoral Office, He attempts to prove it 

thus. The moft 7 Fr uſe of the Keys, faith 
1 


He, # in 2 way of 


ging who is to be admit. 


tell ro Sacramental Communion, and who debar'd 
1t. We grant him, that this is one proper 
uſe of the Keys. And are the Conforming 
Miniſters depriv'd of this Power? Mr. Bax- 


ter ſpeaking of this very matter, faith, The 


8 


Miniſters of the Church of England have by 


the Law of the Land, al! Power Eſſential 10 


rin kt and gives us inſtances of their Pow: 
er home to this Purpoſe. See Append. to his 


Life. p. 78. He knows that the Rubrick 


before the Communion not only empowers, 


but commands us, zo keep off all Notorious 


Exil Livers, &c. not ſuffering them. to come. 
To this He objects, that the Miniſter ff 
in fourteen Days give notice to the Ordinary 0 
any one that He ſo debars. One would won- 
der where the Evil ofthis ſhould lye ; would 
He have the Miniſters unaccountable in a 

J Matter 
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— 40 the Church of England. | 1 
Matter of this Nature? How often hath 


biber Uſber' Reduction been recommended 
« || as a ſufficient ground of Union, deſired at 
the Savoy, &c. ? Now the firſt Propoſition 


sis, That the Miniſter ſhould preſent to the 
y Monthly Synod, ' thoſe that are debar d from the 
Lord's Table. As Mr. Calamy ſets it down. 
n. . 151. The Independants indeed have no 
he Juriſdiction without their particular Con- 
it gregations, therefore they join the People 
him the Government with their Miniſters. 
. Who can think it deſirable, that one Mi- 
niſter lyable to many Infirmities, ſhould be 
er left fole Judge in a matter of this Impor- 
ng I cance? If He thinks Himſelf fit for ſuch a 
*. Work, we do not. He would be loth to be 
he difſeiz'd of his Houſe and Lands, by the 
| meer Power of one Juſtice of Peace, bur 
would deſire a fair Tryal by a Jury : And 
ſurely Church Communion is a higher Poſ- 
ſeſſion than Lands and Tenements. To 
this He faith, The Cognizance of Matters of 
this Nature is more proper for thoſe that haue 
the Opportunity of perſonal Inſpection, than for 
meer Strangers. By thoſe that Have the. Op- 
portunityof Perſonal Inſpection, He muſt ei- 
ther mean the People or the Mzrzifters. We 
all own the People have. no part in the Go- 
vernment: As for the Miniſters, they are 
ſuppos'd already to have adjudg'd the mat 

* ä 
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ter by ſuſpending or debarring the Crimi. 
nal. If the Perſon ſuſpended humbly yields 
and ſubmits, we conceive, there is ordina- 


rily, no other proceſs needfal, the end is 


obtain'd. If the Perſon denies the Fact or 
is Obſtinate, we crave leave to diſſent from 
Mr. Calamy, The Cognizance is not ſo fit for 
Neighbours as for Strangers. Their Opporta- 
nity of Perſonal Inſpection qualifies them more 
to be Witneſſes,” not to be Judges. They are 
ordinarily too much Parties, eſpecially in 
Contentions , wherein ( as in the Apoſtles 
times) ſome are puffed up , and by reaſon of 
Intereſt, Relation, Acquaintance, Depen- 
dance, are eaſily prejudiced either for or a- 
gainſt the Accuſed Perſon. Whoſoever 
reads Mr. Rutherford of the Power of the Keys, 
will find this abundantly explain'd and 
prov'd. But faith Mr. Calamy, The Appeal 
in ſuch a Caſe would be more properly lodg*d in 
4 Synod——than with a Set of wrangling Law- 
yers, We anſwer, The Appeal is to be 
lodg'd with the Biſhop, who either remits 
the matter to the Paſtor of the place, in 
caſe it he eaſily determin'd, and He be found 
not to be a Party; or elſe doth commiſſio- 
nate others to enquire into it. Ay, but 


faith Mr. Calamy it is uncertain whether the 


Ordinaries, to whom the Appeal is to be 


made, are greer Layer, or Presbyters, or Di- 


oceſans; 


y | to the Church of England. 113 
N. N «2/425; The Anſwer is plain, They are 

ds the Biſhops, who are alone call'd by that 

a- Name in our Church Books, though: the 
is Civilians. may give the Name to others. 

or | Then as to the Tedionſueſs, Vexatiouſneſs, 
m 

or 


and Expenſiveneſs of this Procedure, which (il 
| He complains of; it is more or leſs, accord- 1 
4. ing to the Prudence of the Miniſter, Obſti- 
re I nacy of the Party, Notoriety or Obſcurity 
re Jof the Fact, or the like, and is more or leſs 
in incident to all Trials, according as theſe or 
es other like Circumſtances vary. We fee not 
of therefore where any part of the Power of 
n- the Keys is taken from us, unleſs He would 
a- have us own the Independency of Churches, 
er and that every ſingle Congregation hath the 
% full Power of Government in it ſelf, which 
d che Presbyterians, as well as Epiſcopal do 
utter 1:7 . as 6 


i Secondly, We are farther to make it ap- 

y- pear, that Miniſters are not bound h lindiy to | 
xe Vom the Determination of the Courts; not in 1 
ts any thing, eſpecially not in the weight7 | 
n matters of Excommaunications and Abſolutions.. 
d We do not fay, that there have not been 1 
» ercat Faults, committed in theſe matters: =_ 
It od forbid, that we ſhould: ſpeak a word. 

je ia the Defence of them, But the Faults. 
& were Perfonal, and we had no land in them | 
1. ny Way. To make things plain, and to | 
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1 14 A Defence of Miniſterial Conformity 
free them from Diſguiſe ; Excommunication 
ſignifies divers things, or there are.ſeyeral 
parts thereof, to all which the Name is ap. 
ply d. There is, 1. Authoritative Extom- 
munication, which belongs to Chriſt, who 
hath all Power in Heaven and Earth. 2. De- 
cretive or judicial Eæcommunication, Which 
is, when upon a fair Tryal, the Perſon is 
found guilty, adjudg'd Contumacious, ec. 
3. Declarative Excommunication, called bina- 
ing on Harth, when it is denountd and de- 
clad cum effectu. 4. Executive Excommu- 
aication, when the People do withdraw fron: 
the Criminal, keep no Company with him, no 
not ſo much as to eat with him. Our Con- 
cern lies not with the firſt and laſt, but with 


the two middle parts, the decretive and the 


declarative Excommunications. The one of 
them is founded on the Law of Nature and 
Reaſon, that a Criminal ſhould have a fair 
Tryal Face to Face; the other is founded 
on the Law of Chriſt, who hath given Power 
to his Miniſters, to declare and pronounce in 
his Name, according to his Word, as to 
matter of Right, and according to the decree 
aforeſaid, as to matter of Fact. In lIel- 
ſer matters (as was hinted before) the 
Biſhop, either determines a matter himſel!, 
remits it to the Miniſter, or commiſſionates 
Neighbour Miniſters ; but if the matter be 


- Ob tinate 5 there is a N eceſſity of a Legal 
Tryal, uponOaths of Witneſſes, in the pre- 
ſence of the Offender: This is done in the 
Eccleſiaſticul Courts; They are in this Caſe 
as Juries are by Common Law, between the 
EKing and Subjects, or between Man and 
Man. The Miniſter (if He pleaſeth) may 
be preſent, and is an Aſſeſſor on the Bench. 
If He finds fault with: this, that this Court 
cConſiſts of Lymen and wrangling Lamyers; let 

him leave out the invidious Term Wrangling 
and it is confeſt. And why may not Lay- 
men, who underſtand the Lam, and are un- 
der Oath to do;Juſtice, try a plain matter 
of Fact? We grant theſe Courts are lyable 
to many Corruptions,; and ſo are all other 
Courts and Tryals Whatſoever. If upon 
the Tryal the Crime be prov'd, or the Par- 
ty Contumacious, an Excommunication is de- 
creed: If the Miniſter be alſo ſatisfi d, He as 
an Officer of Chriſt, by vertue of the Power 
receiv'd at Ordination M hoſe ſoever Sins 
thou retaineſt, they are retained, doth de- 


nounce and acclare the Ex communication 


before the Church: nor 15 there any Eœam- 
munication with Effect till this be done. Per. 
haps Mr. Calamy may ſay. “ Thus far it may 
be well enouꝑh; but What if the Miniſter 


be not ſatiofied: what) it the Parties be ſuch 
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« 25 were never ſuſpended or accuſed by 


„Him, but by Promoters : And this for 


© meer Frifles, yea for Scruples of Conſci- 
* ence, as in ſome late Reigns? Muſt Mi- 
niſters be Inſtruments in worrying (as He ex- 
preſſeth it) as Religious Perſons, per 9p, as any 
intheir Pariſhes? Muſt a Miniſter denounce 
by ſolemn Sentence a Perſon Excommuni- 
cate, whom He thinks in his Conſcience not 
Guilty, only becauſe the Court hath decreed 
it? (and vice verſa as to Abſolutions) we 
anſwer plainly. This is no more than what 
the Higheſt Judges continually do. They 
muſt in their pronouncing Sentence, follow 
the Verdict of the Jury one way or other; 
often when their own Opinion is deelar'd on 
the other fide. How far theſe Honourable 
Perſons do well or ill herein, is not our buſi- 
neſs to enquire, we do-not cenſure them. 
However we humbly conceive with Sub- 
miſſion to better Judgments, A Miniſter 
of Chrift ought not to act ſo. Sure we are 
we have never bound our ſelves ſo to do. 
For though the Allegata & Probata are ſtili 
to be minded in all Judgments, yet if it be 
apparent to the Miniſter, that the Perſon is 
wrong'd by the decreed Excommunication, 
we are of Opinion, till otherwiſe informed, 
He ought not to put forth the Power inhe- 
rent in him by his Office to declare and de- 

a 85 4s noluce 
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r sauuce it. If chereſore He be put upon ity 
ge mut appeal to the Biſhop, and petition 
i Þ his Authority : If the Biſhop cannot or will 
not help him, He muſt patiently ſuffer the 
5s that the Law lays upon him for re- 

Bleſſed be Go da Aide At, this 


ke fi is in no 175 reat 
ſtitution can be 


'© entious Perſons may 55 Hop time or other 
py be expos'd t to Sufferi ings. 2B 8 * 
0 Thus we have gone through that whole 


of what we intended and -propounded;:/ And 
as we laid afide the conſideration of Reor- 


the, Declaration againſt taking up Arms, aud 
Renouncing the Covenant: Both which are 
taken away by Law. Only we commend 
to Mr. Calamy's Feruſal ( (to ſhew him his 
Miſrepreſegtation of thoſe things too) Mx. 
Corbet's Eugairm into the Oxford Oath. 49. 
In his Remains ſo often quoted by Himſelf in 


Corbet's Enquiry , we find four Rules ſet 
down, not much unlike. thoſe, which we 
85 down, 1 in; the beginning of this Defence. 

Now if Mr. Calamy knew of theſe Rules of 


worſt Handle, and ftill put the worſt (in- 
1 ſtead 


dination in the beginning, ſo we do now of 


other parts of it. And by the way in Mr. 


Equity and Ei, how comes it to pals, 
that He bath always taken things by the 


—— 
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ſtead of the beſt) Interp retation upon them, 
that the Words could fa ſuppos gd" to bear? 
Is not the Lav of Charity the Law of 
Chriſt? Have we been tlie Perſons that have 
accus'd the Ejected Miniſters?” 8 We hav have 
honoured them; pleaded their Caufd (Remy 
their Oppoſers Wh alk we now be treat. 
ed ſo unkindly as to have Sur moſt ſolemn 
Actings Repreſentèd in! ſuch"Ffayge Co- 
lours; yea, to hive the moſt tif lan pre- 
fer'd before us, as dealing more "Honey, 
becauſe they gave him more oecaſſon to ex. 
pole our Conformity to the People 
Mr. Baxter in onè of his laſt Books, call 
His Confeſſion and: Vindication Hlltb, 2. 
that when He wrote againſt the 7: ain 
Faction, calling themſelves 707 hure 
England, He did indeed diſtinguiſh them 
from others, whom He calls, The Ol. Church. 
of England ; get, adds He, r "did ot Fl bargely 
open the Different, 0 J oro be: which gave Mr, 
Lobb!' occaſto to write confilenty oY Seprration. 
May we not now aut that this fault Which 
Mr: Baxter bewail'd, gave. Mr. * alamy alſo 
occaſion to write a8 115 e Slum. 
ing perhaps, 'that He was only d oog the 
part of an Hiſtarinn, to copy 'out” air his 
Author *had"faid againſt his Adverſarles“ 
He ought then to make the fame Confeffion 
chat Me. Baxter ud before him, and to have 


2 Cale 


And even in the an a in wWe dif 
erent Apprehenſions 


- 


ſame latitade of Interpretation of the matters 


. in diſpute, and the ſame Notions that we 
4% have of them, they would do as we have 
| if done; and if we had fallen into the ſame 
m Straitneſs of Notion and Interpretation that 
„ they fell into, we muſt have done as they. 
„ Which Notions and Interpretations are moſt 
7 agreeable to Juſtice and Charity, the Rea- 
If der muſt be left to judge. Some will fay, 
there be other Objections againſt the Litur- 


{ gy , Cc. beſides theſe mention'd by Mr. 
n. Calamy); ſuppoſe there be, we have done 


10 what we undertook (as God hath enabled 
is us) and the other things may receive light 
7 from our Anſwer to his general Miſrepre- 


#4 ſentations. Mr. Calamy hath theſe Words 
in his Preface, where He is ſpeaking of rh: 
re | 5 I 4 | Chapter, 


the Lord direct us into all neceſſary Truth. 


120 A Defence of MinifterialC onformity 
Chapter, which we have gone through fo far 
as the Defence of our ſelves is concern'd : Vp- 
on the whole, faith He, I may venture to ſay, 
that He that will take the pains to. peruſe that 
Chapter, may in one view, take in the whole 
Cauſe in debate, and ſee the Strength of the Ar- 
gument——We have taken that pains; and 
we hope He will not find that we have omit- 
ted one thing (in what we undertook) in 
which we conceived any Strength to lye. 
We only deſire that if He is pleaſed to reply 
that He would deal as fairly with us. And 
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, v7 f To Pag. 44. line 14. * i 

. ere is an Objection that we thought 


4 1 not of, till the Defence was near Print- 
1 ed, the Anſwer to which we here inſert, 
- |: the Omiffion ſhould prove a handle to, 
any to continue their Cenſures of us. When 
Mr. Calamy objected againſt the Sig of the 

Croſ as made neceſſary to Church Commu- 


furd, Baptiſm is to be denyd; we refer d 
Him to the Office of Private Baptiſm, where- 
in the uſe of that Sign is not requir d. But 
perhaps , Mr. Calamy will fay , what is this 


Form of Private Baptiſm concerys only Infants, 


Baptiſm-of thoſe of Riper Years, it in always 
requir d that this Ceremony be us d. And i 
not this a conſenting to alter the Terms 4 
Chriſt's Covenant and Sacrament, if we con- 
ſent to reject thoſe from Baptiſm who are made 
Diſciples, becauſe they ſcruple and refuſe the 
Sign of the Groſs? To this we anſwer, no 
ſuch matter. There is no Rabrict preſcrib- 
ing, or Order enjoining one of Riper Tears 
that deſires to be baptized, that He ſhould 


beforehand be obliged to profeſs his Sub- 


nion, becauſe, (faith He) wherever it is re. 


to the Baptiſm of thoſe of Riper Years ? The 


a appears by the Office thro out: Bat in the 
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ſon, unleſs He will frſt promiſe to {ubf 
to this Sign. And if there be;no ſuch Ru. 
bricks or Orders, then do wer not Aſſeni or 
Conſent to any ſuch. On the contrary, 
when any Perſon of Riper Tears deſires to be | 
baptized, if He be found ſufficiently inſtru- | 
Qed, and is judg'd duely prepared for this 
Holy Sacrament, and at the time of the Aa- 
miniſtration doth anſwer to the uſual. Inter- 
rogatories, concerning . the. Chriſtian Cope- 
Zaut, ſet down, in the Office, then muſhche 
Miniſter proceed to baptize him: .'Þhe;, Or- 
der for ſigning him with the Sig of the 
| Croſ3'is not till the Baptiſm. is finiſſd, and 
[| if when the Baptiſm is finiſned, the bap- 
| tized Perſon ſhall by reaſon. of his Scru- 
| ples, refuſe, to be afterwards ſign'd with 
the SigzE of the Cross, the Miniſter. cannot 
help it, but muſt proceed to the following 
Declaration concerning his being Regenerate 
I: aud gra; into the Boay of Chriſt's Churcl, 
[| and to the, awning and praying for Him as 
| ſuch, that being; declar'd by the Canon to 
| depend on his Bapt iſis alone, without any 
relation to this Sg But what if the Perſon 
"46: (may 
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Mr C alamy ſay) ſhould declare before- 
(nay that He will not ſubmit to this Sign, and 


| jet notwithſtanding deſires Baptiſm, may we in 


ach u caſe hapt iz him We anſwer p 
elde tt we may, ard Galt 2 


oubt Hot; b 
do it. There being noc elſe required 
̃ beforehand as the condition of his Baptiſm, 
) but that he be duly qualifi'd, and make the 
Anſwers 18 N be mentioned. Then 
1 when He is aptized, "the moſt that the Mi- 
p miſter can be ſuppos'd to do, is to offer to 
? that Ceremony: and if:the baptized fe- e- 
N ſuſe it „the Miſter is no farther: concer d, 
: nor bath any more to do about it; but is to 
F o on 'with t e Office as is Sree." It may 
: < thayghy by ſome an AQ of Diſobedienee 
; in BE 8 prized Perſon to refuſe an innocent 
i 


ber e Church : But we ſee not that 
605 Fan blame the Mimſter, Who was 
4 5 5000 to baptize him, and obſervd all 
1 things epi thereunfs. e 5 — 5 
1. TEES: 68 line 17 after Se e 
5 Io this agreeth the Form of the Buyidl of 2 
ET Dead at Sea, as it is ſet down in the cloſe 
b of the Liturgy, in theſe Words, viz. We 
commit his Boa) 70 the Deep, to be turned into 
10 Corruption „ looking for the Kelurretttion ot 
y the Bodp (when the Sea ſhall give up her Dead) 
x and the Tf of the World to come, . 
-- WM A Poſt- 
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| Reordi nano on. 


1 being only to vindicate the preſent 
rats prof C onformity „ in which we 0 0 
concern d; we omitted the Caſe of Reordi- 
nation, and only refer'd to Mr. Humphrey's 
Book on that Subject. But for the ſake of 
others, who may be like wiſe concern'd in 
this matter, and yet perhaps have not had 
many thoughts about it, we ſhall here con- 
ſider what may, be ſaid in Pefence of that 
alſo, chiefly on the grounds which Mr. Hum 
pirg hath laid down. 
Weſhallnot enter into the Dibute choir 
the Validity, of Presbyterian Ordination 
without a Biſhop : nor argue Whether tlie 
want. of Juriſdiction makes any. difference 
between Ordination performꝰd by anaſſociat. 


2d Presbyters, and that which is celebrated 


. Ces and IAG. 5 but becauſe they 
4 e 
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with whom' our ay Debate doth lye, 
maintain the Validity of the Ordination tl 
have receiv'd. And it is not likely that 
they will depart from it, we ſhall therefore 
in like manner ſuppoſe it too, and ſhall” 8⁰ 
now upon that Suppoſition. 

We ſhall endeavour to prove the tu. 
neſs of Reordinationin the preſent caſe, from 
IN Scripture-prafiice , and from the Natare and 
Reaſon of the thing. 

1. Weſhall prove the bach of Re- 
ordination from Scripture practice. The 4. 
poſtles had all a double miſſion or Ordination, 

and both extraordinary by Chriſt Himſelf: 

They had firt a call to the Office of the A- 

poſtleſhip, and one 2uthoritative Miſſion t 

he loſt Sheep of the Houſe of Iſrael. Mat. xo. 7. 

and they had another likewiſe, which ex- 

tended to all Nations, and fo to the uſe of 

that Office in a farther place. Mat. 28. 19. 

So the Power of binding and looſing was 

committed to them at divers times. Mat. 

18, 18. with Jahn 20. 21, 22. Thus St. 

Paul had a Miſſion Poteſtative from Chriſt 

imſelf, to go Preach the Goſpel to the 

Gentiles at large or in general, as well as to 

the Jems, Acts 26. 16, 1, 18. Gal. 1. 

11 12. And He was atterwards confirmd 

n his Calling to the ſame Miniſtry by Ana- 

as. Acts 22. 14, 96 And yet he _ 
| alſo 


oa one. ES oor. (i 2. 


— r 
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zes _ Poſiſrript 
alſo after wards another Ordination from 


who were Teachers and Prophets ut Aptioch. 
Act 13. 1, 2, 3. Here was a-dowble Ordina- 
tion, one extraordinary by Chriſt Himſelf 


immediately, and the other ordinary by the 


hands of Men (though by his Order) after 
he was publickly own?d, and confirmꝰd in 
the former by Auani as. St. Barnabas had a 
Miſſion firſt from the Chureh of Jeruſalem, 
when He went to Antiach to Preach the 
Goſpel there, and iin his way thither. All, 
11. 22. and yet He had another afterwards 
together with St. Paul by the ſame hands. 
Acts 13. 1, 2, 3. they being called then to the 
work of the Miniſtry in Seleucia and Cyprus; 
By which it appears, that if a Miniſter for 
ſpecial and urgent Reaſons have a new and 
ſpecial call, it is lawful for him to have a 
new Ordination to the ſame. Ef: Wits 
And one would think that the hands of 
a Grave Biſhop, and other Good Men laid 
on him afreſh, with Faſting and folemn 
Prayers for God's bleſſing upon Him, were 
likely to do him no harm. Tis plain from 


the former inſtances, that a Man who isa 


Miniſter already, may be ordained again; 


and that it is not neceſſary for a Man to be 


ordained only once to this end, to have the 
| Office 


4 - 


N 


875 have ſeen , the Office of the Apoſtleſbip con- 


fer?d upon the Apoſtles, and the uſe of that 
Mer again in a farther place. And St. Paul | 


we ce, had a. full Commiſſion at the firſt 
for all places, and yet being afterwards ſent 


upon ſpecial Service, He had another more 


Special likewiſe. Thus ſome that are Mi- 
niſters already, may be afterwards called or 


ſent by another Miſſion to a farther place 


or. Service. And beſides his firſt Ordination 
to ſet him apart for his Office, there may 
be one more particular to recommend Him to 
the Grace of God, for his work in another 
place; and if ſo, why not two for the con- 
tinuance of his Miniſtry, for the parrheſia, 
or full Liberty thereof in the fame ? in the 
Heads of Agreement aſlented to by the United 
Miniſters, A. D. 1691. Sect. 2. Art. 6. it is 
ſaid ; That whereas ſuch Ordination is only in- 
tended for ſuch as never before had been Ordain- 


ed to the Miniſterial Office; if any Judge that 


in the Caſe alſo of the Removal of one formerly 
Ordained to.a New Station or Paſtoral Charge, 
there ought to be à like ſolemn recommending. 
lim and his Labours to the Grace and Bleſſing 
of God; no « ferent Sentiments and Practices 
herein ſhall be any Occaſion of Contention or 
breach.of. Communion with us, 


2, From the Nature and Reaſon of the thing. 
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For to conſider the Nature of the Miniſte- 

rial Call or Ordination, would be the way 
to put this matter very much out of doubt. 
The Call to the Miniſtry is from Chriſt, which 
He gives by conferring an Ability for it, and 
an Inclination thereunto. Ordination is the 
Inveſtiture into this Office before Men, by a 
Declaration or publick approving a Man to 
be a Miniſter, or is a ſolemn Allowance of 
his preceding Call; and is a Rite to give a 
Man the Current Repute or Valuation of a 
Miniſter, and an Authority to exerciſe the 
Function with freedom and acceptation in 
the Church of God. It is a Confirmation of 
a Man's Call from Chriſt to the Miniſtry 
(which is his Commiſſion coram Deo) by 
the ſolemn God ſpeed or Approbation of ſuch, 
who are in Authority, to give a Man the 
Reputation and Power of a Miniſter . corar 
hominibus, to its due intents, in the Church 
where He is ſent. It is Chriſt that hath ap- 
pointed ſuch an Office to be, furniſheth a 
Man with Endowments for it, and giveth 
him a Will ſo that He dedicates Himſelf to 
the Work. Rom. 1 2. 6, 7, 8. 1 Cor. 12. 4, 7. 
As 20. 28. and for the tryal hereof the 
Queſtion is put, do you think that you are in- 
wardly moved by the Holy Ghoſt, to take upon 
you this Office and Miniſtration? And do you 
think in your Heart, that you are called accord- 
| ing 
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ing ib the Will of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 8c? 
And what then doth Man do, but upon try- 


al; finding this to beſo, He authoritatively- 


Approvethand Dec/areth him to be a Mini- 
ſer, and to have Chriſ's Commiſſion for 
the work of the Miniſtry” by the ſolemnity 
of Ordination, and ſo adds to Him an Autho- 
rity for the exerciſe of this Function towards 
Man, which he had not before? This is 
neceſſary for the preſerving of Order among 
Men, and to prevent the intruſion of incom- 
petent and unqualiffd Perſons into the Of: 
ice, and to givè an eſteem in regard of Men, 
many of whom will not, and others for cer- 
tain Reaſons cannot hold one for a true and 


legal Miniſter otherwiſe. | Ordinatio, faith 
Ameſius, nihil aliad eſt quam ſolennis declara- 
tio, ut Coronatio Regis & inaugaratio:Magi- 


ſtratus. De Conſc. Ii. 4. ch. 2 5. Est ſolennis 
quædam introductio Miniftri in ipſius fu nftionis 
liberam functionem. Medul. Theol. lib. 1. ch. 


39. An adjunct conſequent to his call from 


Chriſt, to make it current amongſt Men. 
Eft perſone init roductio - qua. publics prec ibus 


pr emiſſts Eccle ſſæ comme ndatur „ eique vocatio 
im poſit is inanibus confirmatur. Wolleb. It 


eclareth him before Men, and giveth Him 

Authority for the exerciſe of the Miniſtry 
among them, and commits Him to the 

Grace of God for 
; R 
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the diſcharge. thereof. 
6 Now 
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Now if this be the Caſe and 'Nitave of the 
thing, what ſhould hinder but there may be 
> Ale or treble Approbation, Declaration, 
or Confirmation of the ſame Miniſtry; if there 
be juſt occaſion for it? 

As for the Reaſon of it, let it be further 
conſidered, that it is a Right belonging to, 
and a Duty incumbent on every national 
Church, to take great tare abbut᷑ the Perſons, 
to whom it ſhall intruſt the Adminiſtration 
of Holy things, and commit the care of Souls. 
And in Conſequence hereof it muſt be like- 
wiſe allowed, that it ſhould be leſt to its 
Judgment and Determination What Perſons 
to make choice of, who are in proper Office 
for it, who ſhould be intruſted with the 
Admiſſion of ſuch Perſons, and in what Or- 
der, and with what Solemnity it ſhould be 
done, which is not contrary to Gods Holy 
Word. This in ſome other Reformed Chur- 
ches Where there are no Biſhops, is com- 
mitted to Presbyters only, but in the Church 
of England is committed to the Biſhops, toge- 
ther with certain Afiſting Preslyters; and 
the manner in which it is required to be 
done, is by ſolemn Ordination with Faſting 


and Prayer, and laying on of hands, and 


giving Authority to Preach the Word, and 
to adminiſter the Sacraments and Diſcipline. 
This way ſhe hath concluded upon, as judg- 


ing 
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ing it moſt conformable to the Primitive 
Practice, without cenſuring her Siſter Chur- 
ches in other Nations, whom ſhe leaves to 
chiiſe for themſelves, and it is reaſonable 
that they Thould leave her to chuſe for her- 
ſelf. And this way being thus coneluded 
and determined, iris thought fit and reaſon- 


able, that all who are to be admitted to Ho- 


ly Miniftrations in it, ſhould ſubmit to it. 
And if they who were admitted by Presby- 
tes only, think the Ordination received from 
them ſufficient ; ſuppoſe, that poſſibly it 
might be fo, namely, that they had a due 
Examination of their Ability and Inclination, 
and an Approbation thereupon, with proper 
Solemnity; yet becauſe this Examination 
and Approbation as not by ſuch Officers as 
were appointed by the national Church, it 
doth nor therefore appear to it, that they had 
ſo due a Miſſion, as it doth deſire and hath 
ſettled. Therefore though the former Or- 
dination be poſſibly good, yet it not being 
done by ſuch Perſons to whom the Care of 
this matter is committed by rhe Church of 
England, it is reſolved it ſhould be done a- 
gain, to make a Man to be receiv'd as a Mi- 


niſter in the Church of Chriſt, with the 


more unexceptionable Authority. 

This now helps to anſwer the great Ob- 

jection about the Renounting or Nallifying 
| 9 the 
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138 Poſiſcript. 
the former Ordination hereby, as illegal and 
inſufficient in it ſelf: which is only to 
ſtretch the matter by a ſevere Interpreta- 
tion, when there is no ſuch thing requir'd 
of them, nor can any ſuch Interpretation in 
the meer Conſtruction of the thing it ſelf, 


be neceſſarily infer'd from ſuch a practice. 
The moſt that can be concluded from ſuch 
a Neordination being only this, that the Le- 


gality and Sufficiency of their former Ordi- 


nation 40th not appear to the national Church; 


and therefore it is reſolv'd that there ſhould | 


be a new Miſſion, to declare and give Au- 
thority for the Execution of the ſaid Office, 


in ſuch a manner as ſhould not be lyable to 


any farther doubt or diſpute. And we have 


this as the judgment of Calvin, that every 


Church hath liberty to ordain and appoint ſuch 
an Order or Form of Government, 4s is moſi 
apt and profitable for it, becauſe. the Lord hath 
preſcrib'd no certainty therein, on 1 Cor. 11. 2. 
And this beforementioned being the parti- 
cular Order and Government pitch't upon 


by the Churchiot England, why, ſhould it not 
be ſubmitted to? Pb 


As to what Mr. Ca/amy adds touching the 


formal Reuunciation of the foregoing Ordi- 
nation by Presbyters, requir'd in the Dio- 
ceſe of Cheſter, which He thinks puts the mat- 


tor beyond all Diſpute : We think that it is 


beyond 


—.. 
beyond all diſpute, that He doth abundant- 
ly overlaſh'in his Concluſion from it, ſuppo- 


ſing the matter of Fact to be true, which 
we depend upon Mr. Calamy's Authority for. 


This is in perſuance of the ſame rigid No- 
tion and Interpretation of things, which He 


took from his Dr. Swadling, which we had 


occaſion to mention towards the beginning 
of the foregoing Diſcourſe, to make the ex- 


tralegal and particular Sentiments and pra- 


judgments. © What if one Biſhop or one 
Doctor be thus ſevere in his Notion or pra- 
tice, are all others bound to judge by this 
Rule? What if one Nonconformiſt con- 
demns every thing almoſt in the Eſtabliſhed 
Church, yet may not others have diverſity 


5 He Himſelf faith, in the beginning of this 
Chapter? But tis reaſonable to believe, He 
faith, that this one Biſhop had not a different 
Senſe from the reſt, though He acted more o- 


fenly, while others were more upon the Reſerve. 


But this is more than He knows, and there- 
fore it was not reaſonable for him to have ſaid 


o. And yet if it was ſo, it was ſurely a ſuper- 
ning upon theLaw, and to require any ſuch 
thing of any Perſon, who had before been 
ordained by Presbyters when He came for 
Epiſcopal Ordination K vas without doubt 

| 3 an 


tices of ſome Men to be a Rule to our 


of Sentiments about many ofthe ſame things, 
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an illegal Impoſition, and might juſtly have 
been reſuſed to have been ſubmitted to. 
Vet on the other ſide We do not indeed be- 
lieve, that the Reordination was intended 
as 4 Recognition of their former Ordinatian 
neither, as Mr. Calamy ſaith, ſome would 
have had it calld, That would be to go 
too far on the other ſide, and to ſay more 
than there is any ground for. It may be in- 
deed a Recognition, or a new Declaration of 
their Call from Chriſt, as was ſaid before, but 
not of their former Ordination from Man: 
for that had been to ſuppoſe their former 
good to all intents and purpoſes. - But why 
might it not yet be a u. inveſtiture on the 
grounds before : mentioned, without ſo much 


as a virtual Renanciation of what they had 
before. | ' 52 


Mell, but the ſame Form, Mr. Calau ſaith, 
maſt be uſed in their Caſe, as if tho were the 
to be firſt entred into the Miniſtry without the 
leaſt variation, and if they were. owned for Mi- 
niſters befare, why (bould they be ordaintd in the 
ſame manner, as if they were no Miniſters ? We 
anſwer, if they werz\Miniſters,, yet being 
not admitted into the Miniſtry according 
to the Order and Rule ſettled in this Church, 
and by the Perſons appeinted by it to that 
end, whilſt yet they were within the limits 
of it, it is no Range thing if che Church 
h . 
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4 . about their being ſuch; and 
_ theretbre they are required to ſubmit to the 
form of Admiſſion that is ſettled by it. But, 
faith Mr. Calamy, i the: doth contradict the 
profeſs'd Principles of thoſe in the Church, that 
declare the being twice ordained flatly unwarrant- 
able; from which it will follow, that they ſuppoſe 
that they were not ordain d before, To be or- 
dain'd a ſecond time when the Church 
wherein they live hath no Scruple about the 
Validity of their former Ordination , and 
no other urgent Reaſons given for it, would 
indeed be perfectly needleſs. ; but here it 
doth not appear to the Church, that the 
were ſufficiently ordain'd before ( thoug 
poſſibly they might be ſo) becauſe they 
were not ordained by thoſe Officers whom 
the Church hath thought fit to intruſt this 
matter with, nor yet by thoſe of the ſame 
Kind, But ſuppoſe the worſt, that thoſe 
of the Church ſhould condemn their former 
Ordination by Presbyters only as no Ordi- 
nation, only for that Reaſon and no other, 
yet this being not. declared in Law, muſt 
thoſe that have the former Ordination by 
Presbyters needs condemn it likewiſe ? If 
they take the former Ordination as at ap- 
pearing ſufficient to this Church (in their 
Circumſtances) and therefore ſubmit to a 
new one in it, this is as much as in the Con- 
8 ſtruction 
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136 Poſtſcript. 2 
ſtruction of the thing they are reaſonably 
bound to judge, the Law. having made no 
determination in the matter. . 

But now here is another Charge of a v ver 
conſiderable nature that Mr. Calamy dot! 
load this Practice with; that this is to pour 
contempt upon the Reformed Churches abroad, 
by diſowning them and their Miniſters, who had 
no. other Ordinatidn; than ſuch as that which 
thoſe who have here been oragin d by Presbyters 
only, have receiv d. But this is a charge 
without ground; the Church of England ta- 
keth the liberty only to perſue her awnJudg- 
ment in this matter within her o0wn-limits, 
and leaveth others to take their wn mea- 
{ures in theirs : This is the Order and Con- 
ſtitution which ſhe hatli ertled, that Ordi- 
nation to Church Offices ſhould be intruſted 
chiefly in the hands of the Biſhops, to whom 
the chief Juriſdiction in Eccleſiaſtical Affairs 
is committed. And this Order and Conſti- 
tution being once ſettled, and there being 
no juſt Exception againſt the lawfulneſs of it, 
| why ſhould not they, who expect to be 
admitted to Church Offices in it (if the 
ſame be required) comply therewith But 
yet to ſhe her moderation in this matter, 
it is well known, that (before an Act of 
the State bound vp her hands) ſhe hath on 
gecaſi ON adi ted thaſe who have come 115 
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the Foreign Churches, who have only had 
Ordination by Presbyters there, Where 
there have not been Biſhops, to the Sacred 
Offices here, without requiring this Com- 
plyance from them, as appears particularly 
by an Authentick determination of the Que- | 
ſtion with reſpect to ſome Scottiſh Presby- 
ters, in Archbiſhop Bancroft's days. Nor | 
doth the Reordaining of them, who enter 
into the legal Privileges of the Church of | 
England now, ſhew any change of Judgment | 
in the Church ſince that Archbiſbop's days: | 
that proceeding from an Injunction in a Sra- 
tute-Law ſince, requiring, all to be Epiſco- 
pally . Ordain'd who adminiſter the Lord's 
Supper in the Church of England under a 
great Penalty, which the Biſhops: cannot 
eaſe them of, though they {ſhould be never 
ſo much perſuaded of the Validity of their 
former Ordination. Still the Church of 
England owns the Reformed Churches a- 
broad as Siſter Churches, and the Addreſſes 
| of ſeveral Convocations to the Late Ring, of 
Bleſſed Memory do fo, and ſpeak of their 1z- 
eereſts as dear to them. But if the Church do 
not exerciſe the ſame Moderation to thoſe, 
| who within her own Limits have broken in 
upon her Order, this need not ſeem ſtrange; 
becauſe ſuch a Violation of her Order car- 
"ne I. 5:1 42: 02. nl 2 
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138 Poſiſenipt. 
ries in it a Contempt that cannot be charged 
upon others. 5 eee! 
' But now there is another thing that Mr. 
Calamy inſinuates that this is to play with Holy 
things in pretending to be moved by the Hoh 
Ghoſh, to take upon. them the Office of 4 Deacon, 
when they know themſelves already fix? d ſuffici- 
ently in the higheſt Office of Presbyters, We 
anfwer, that ſeeing it doth not fufficiently 
appear to the Church (though it may to 
themſelves) that they are rightly fi d in the 
Office of a Presbyter or Deacon either, but 
that Doubts and Scruples be moved in the 
Church about it. If then, there be other 
valid Reaſons, namely, the fatzsfying the 
Doabts of their Fathers and Brethren, who 
cannot judge of what is done againſt the 
Eftabliſht Order to be rightly done; the ha- 
ving a more unconconteſted and ane xception- 
able Liberty of their Miniſtry beforè the 


World, and before their People, many of 


whom might otherwiſe ſcruple the Validity 
of their Actings; and the fudying Peace, U- 
nity and Order in the Church; if, we ſay, 
theſe and ſuch like are thought ſufficient Rea- 
ſans to repeat the Ordination (for we find 
by Scripturo Inſtances that for ſome valid Rea- 
ſous it may be done) we ſee not but they 
may think ' themſelves movd by the Holy 
Gast, to take the Office of a Deacon, which 
of 


be dats 


Poſhſerigh, 1939 


is grades ad Minifterium, 1 Tim. 3. 13. in 


order to their being made Preshyters. 


But it is objected, that the Words of the 
Book of Or dination are, that the Perſon is 
nom called to the Office of a Prieſthood, and 
that the Office is nm committed to him. 


By which it appears to the ObjeQers, that 
Ordination being an entrance into the Miniſtry, 
4 Man cannot have a double. entrance ini the 
ſame State. l 7 


Aar. He that might be in the Office be- 


fore, is nom again inveſted in it for new E- 


mergent Reaſons. It is true the words ow: 


ain cannot be ſupposd to be expreſt in the 
arm, Which is primarily intended for them 
who were not ordained before: But if a 
Man knoweth or judgeth Himſelf to have 
had the Office formerly committed to Him, 
then it is aom gain to Him, and muſt be fo 
underſtood. And if He hath the Miniſtry 
nom again committed to him, for ne and 


ſufficlent Neaſaus mention'd before, and ac- 


cording to the Examples before ſet down, 
what Evil is there in it, more than in a dou- 
ble Iuſtitution to a Paſtoral Charge, or con- 
firming with a new, a n to a 


Living? it is a ſecond Ordination ad corobo. 
ranaum to ſtrengthen the former, and put 
it out of diſpute. Why may not the Oath 
of Allegiance be repeated for the farther Con- 

5 N firmation 
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140 Poſtſcript. 
mation of what is engaged; and yet God's 
Name not taken in vain by it? We are no 
where obliged in Scripture to one only Ordi- 
nat ion; the inſtances are ſhewn to go the 
other way; and where there is no Lam to 
prohibit more, where lyeth the Tranſgreſſion, 
if more be admitted upon juſt occaſion? 
And if the Reaſons be good and ſufficient 
for it, it is no ſolæciſin, to have a double en- 
trance or inveſtiture into the ſame State; as 
many were entred into the conjugal State 
by. Miniſters, after they had been Married 
by Magiſtrates, that it might appear the 
more unexceptionable to all, though they 
themſelves might have no doubt of the Va- 
lid ity of the firſt. 918 YON 1 
There is an Objection from the Apoſtles 
Canons (as they are call'd) which is hardly 
worth the mentioning, Can. 67. Si quis E- 
piſcopus, aut Presbyter aut Diaconus ſecundam 
ab aliquo ordinationem ſuſceperit , Deponitor 
tam 70 „ quam qui ipſum ordinavit. For 
though there may be reafon for that ſome- 
times, which is not ordinarily to be practiſed, 
yet our plain Anſwer is, that thoſe Canons 
are owned to be Apocryphal, of much later 
Date than they would ſeem by their Title, 
and of little account even with thoſe that 
we are now diſcourſing with. We could 
produce an inſtance from Antiquity on og 
other 


other ſide. - Colythus quidam in Eccleſia Alex- 
. andrins Presbyter alios Presbytiros orainare pre- 
ſumpſerat. Sed quid illis factum poſtea? Re- 
ſciſſa eſt hæc ejus ondinatio, & omnes ab eo con- 
ſtituti Presbyteri in laicoram ordinem redacti 
fuerunt. Athanaſ. Apol. 2. referente Daven. 
Deter m. 42. In the caſe therefore before us, 
if there be no Scripture prohibition, nor 
any incongruity in the nature of the thing, a 
new and weighty Reaſon for a thing will 
ſuperſede an old humane Authority g 
Hang ene gr that N 
And whereas Objections are raiſed from 
the words uſed at the time of laying on of 
hands , Receive! thou the Holy Ghoſt , &c. 
that 4 being twice ordain d, is 'a taking the 
Name of God in vain, and a kind 0 ere in- 
dignity to the mer of Cod, 4. if that already 
confer'd mere not ſaſſicient. We take that 
Phraſe ſometimes ſcrupled upon other Ac- 
counts, Recerwe thou the Holy Ghoſt, to be a 
precatory Form, or Epiſcopal Benediction, 
whereby the Biſhop prays for the ordained 
after this manner, Ihe Lord give Thee the Ho- 
ty Ghoſt ; The Lord pour out the Gifts and Gra- 
ces of the Holy Ghoſi upon Thee, for the Office 
and Work, &c. but, faith Mr. Calamy, it i 
a taking God's Name in Vain, to pray ſolemnly 
to him, for mhat they are aſſur'd they have al- 
ready. On the other ſide, we think there 
| ae SL 8 


142 Poſtſtript. 
can be no Seruple, bur that we may pray 
For fore Grace All from! God, and forthis 


continbal Amſtance and Bleſſing. More 


Talents and fartfier Aids may be requeſtel 
and afreſh ſdught. | 


The other Form, take [bow he horny c. : 


is yet leſs ſubject to ſeruple, it being 5 lain. 
ly an appointment to the exerciſe of 195 Of. 
ice fecęiv'd, in the place to which he ſhall 
be called. Vet it appears by what has been 
ſaid, that 2 Aut hort), or Commiſſion to 
the Office it ſelf, may be renewed, or anew 
declar'd and cf F- by another foleinn in- 
veſting Rite, for the fake of thoſe who doubt 
of the ſufflcieney and validity of the former, 
and to render his Miniſtrations in his Office 
the more unqueſtiohableQ. 

The Churdh of Rome indeed makin ng o 
ers a Sacrament, and to imprint an aneh 
Character, do tell us, that as Baptiſm n 'a Sa- 
crament of initiation into Chriſtianity, fo i Or. 
amation into the Miniſtry, ini het eos; e 
may be us well Rebiptid'd is thoſe örilaimd il. 
Ot be reordaimd. To which purpoſe 1s 
quoted a ſaying of St. Gregory, Sicut Bapried- 
Tus [emel, iterum ic ge nun eber; Sa yn: 
; conſecratus oft ſemel, in ebilem iterbin ordine 
non debet confecrari. To Which may be re- 
ply*d in the Words of Chemnitim (Exam. 


ae Chara?t,) Quou Baptiſimus non fit — 
5 


„* ot als a... ata 
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de r6magns agitur, Pactam Gratid in id De- 


i nobiſtum miſit. hed verb (rh He blame 
ing the Trent- determination) qa RBAοt.t 


proprium eſt, ut ſcilivet non iferetat, ad. favs 
9 Thus Dr. Baldwin Pro- 
feſſor at Wertingherg, De cuſ. Conſcien. fi puis 
exiſtimet ſe rranqulllius ſuo in noſtris Ectleſtic 
offtio-perfungt poſſe, ſi etium noſtris Ritibus ud 
ſacro 2 munus utatur, mhil obſtat quin 
Ordinut ionem a noſtris accipere. poſſit. Non e. 
nim eam eſt ratio Reordinationis quæ Baptiſ- 
mi, qui iterari non poteſt. Fic enim fucru- 
mentutn eſt Eccleſiæ, illa autem cæternus tumum 
Ritus. Lib. 4. Cap. 6. Caſ. 6. And yet as 
to Baptiſm it ſelf, though He to whom it 
hath been Adminiſtred ſhould be perſuaded 
in Himſelf, that it hath been rightfully and 
Canomcally done, if notwithitanding there 
ſhould be matter of Scruple to che National 


9 q W 


* 


Church, of which He is, or would be a 


Member, concerning the legality of the 
Adminiſtration of it, through ſome ſup> 
pos d defect in the former manner of the Ad. 


miniſtration; it may be conſidered whetlier 


a peaceable Chriſtian for the fatisfaction of 
others, and for a more quiet and indiſputa- 
ble Enjoyment of Chriſtian Communion 
with them, might not ſubmit rather to the 


Adminiſtration again, than by an obſtinate 


Stiffneſs in maintaining the Validity of what 


He 
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He hath already receivꝰ d, break the Peace 
of the Church, and deprive himſelf of the 


Benefit of fuch Communion. Mr. Baxter in 


his. Directory, Tom. 3. Qu. 46. mentionsſeveral 


occaſions: of Rebaptiæing, the laſt of which 


only ſuits our caſe, which is, Fthe Church, or 
the Perſon himſelf have any juſt tauſe of doubting, 
whether He was truly baptized or not; to do it 
again with Hypothetical ws Ya [if thou art 
not baptized. I baptize thee] yea, or {imply 
while that is Ya, is lawful and fit and 
it is nct to be twice baptized. morally, but only 
phyſically. * There follows a large Diſcourſe 
to prove that the Perſons mention'd, Act. 19. 
were rebaptiz'd; and having cited Mr. Bax- 
ter, we ſhall give the Reader that deſires in- 
formation in this matter another quotation 
from Him; both becauſe of the Authority 


that his name ought to carry with it in this 


caſe with Mr. Ca/amy, who pretends to be 
his Abriazer, and becauſe of the fulneſs and 


clearneſs of his reaſoning in Confirming 


what we have ſaid. It is in his Director) 
Tom. 3. Qu. 21. in which He diſtinguiſheth 
between entire true Ordination, and the ex- 
cernal Acts, Words, or Ceremony only. And 
determines thus; that though for many Rea. 
ſons there ſet down, Reordination morally, 
and properly ſo call'd is judg*d unlawful ; 
1 8 | . yet, 
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yet, faith He, He that wd truly ordaind be- 
re ys: receive again the Repe- 
lition vf the bare Words and outward Ceremo:. 
monits "of." Urllinatiom, &c. He mentions 
thoſ& caſes; and amongſt the reſt this, in 
cafe that ſume real or ſupposd integral (though 
not eſſentlal) part was omitted, or is by the 
Church o: Wag iſtrate ſuppos'd to be omit- 
td: aul they will not permit or receive the Mini- 
bo exerciſe his Office unleſs He repeat the 
Whole Attieh'22 417 ; and make up that d fit. 
And his Rea ſons for this determination 1llu- 
ſtrate” and ſtrengthen What we have ſaid, 
vic. that Ordination ſig nifeca moral Action and 
not a phyſical only ; it eſſentialh includes à de- 
nation to the Sacred Office) by a kind of Cove- 
nant betiveen the dedicated Perſon and Chriſt. 
And theexrernal Words are but à part only as 
fianificant of the Action of the Mind. Now 
de oft exvreſſing the ſame mental dedication da h 
not make it to be as nary aiftintf Dedications. 
He 'inſtanceth iu he caſe of St. Peter, it was 
not a threefold Ordination which C hriſt uſed 
when he ſaid thrice to him, Feed my Lambs and 
Sheep © And if rhrice” ſaying it that hour make 
it got three Ordinations, neither will thrics ſa- 


: | PS, 


inn it, at many Hours; Days er Months or 

Tears diſtance, in ſome Caſts." For the time 
maketh not. the .Ordinations to be many; it is 

but one moral Achion. But the com ion E 17 
e arr. ſet 
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not fat isi d thoſe who are under the Power 
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ariſerh from the euflom of calling whe ollen ara 6 
Action alone by the name af the mhle mara, d. ti 
#ion, He illuſt rates this thus; M hani I it 
in mirneſr bearing be pat % hr Oath, and the b 


Magiſtrate that mas ahſent ſbon id Jay. {Reach C 
= the Book again, Nd not heat. hte. ſwear | [ 
The doing it twice is noi morally two Matias, c © 
or. Oaths, but one only twice phyſferally utter d. 
\ 

0 

[ 


We can truſt the Reader to apply this. 
In the foregoing Diſcourſe, we end ea- 
vour'd to clear up-etur.own Practices m- meer 
Self-detence. This Poſtſcript is added out . 
of a charitable reſpect to others; it is only t 
to offer a helping hand to our Brethren : | 
And if any are minded to make a matter, gf 
diſpute. about what we have maid, we Jet 
them know that it is no concern of our „ NOT 
are we obliged farther to manage. it. A to 
what concerns our ſelves, we hope we: have 
ſet the Terms of Conformity in ſuch a light, 
as to ſatisfie indifferent Perſons : if we Have 


of invincible Prejudices, we only ſay, that 
we wiſh we could have done it... But We 
hope at leaſt that they will forbear their li- 
| detat Cenſures of us, when they have ſeen 
, vhat deſence we have made. If any think 
do put back tlie Charge of M. fare, ntation 
upon us, we'mult needs fay, we are not a- 
fraid * it. If Mi. Caſam will either at- 
k "4M tempt | 


temps to 1 Rule of igretprems + 


tion, or ſhew wherein we aye ma 2 ly'd- IE 
it in the ſeveral matters that we iry theſe <= 
by, we will give. what he returns all « 

conſideration.” But if any Perſon ſhould 


pretend to reply with Quirks and ſeſts on x | 


one hand, or Bitterneſs and Railing on hes 


other; or ſhould carp at ſome few paſſages, 


while the ſtrength of our Anſwer is negleck⸗ 


ed andopaſt over, we ſhall not think our 
time ought to Wo idly ſpent, as to. make 
any Rejoinder. Len u follow the things tat 


make for Peace, nnd the ng WOK = "OO: : 


ca fe one ether 
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The: 2d Edition. 89. | 
Directions to Communicants': 4 Shen ing how to 5 
prepare for the Holy Communion ; how: to e- 


ceiveit, and how to lead an Holy Chriſtian-liifeaf-. 8 


er it very Day; Being-a-Beief Summary a Chriſti- 
an Faith and hho TOE: 25 * 
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Same: plain Letters in the Defence of Infant: 


| Endeavouring a plain Account of the Croſs in Bap- 
tiſm, kneeling at the Holy Communion z the 


Wedding Ring, and the Surplice, wich a Brief 
5 Perſuaſion. 82, Price 14. 


by * Defence of 1nfants Baptiſm, in the Cor- 


Bentz Printed fer Richard V Wilkin. 


priſm, and ot the mode of Bapribing! (hoywige- 
netally uſed in the Church of England): by!Sprink; 
ang or Pouring on of Water ; Which may / ſerve 
for a Confutation of a ſmall Treatiſe, 1 0 5 
The Reaſon why not Infant Sprinkling, but Be 
lievers Baptiſm ought to be approved, Ce. 855 4 

A Jeſt Vindication of ſome Plain Letters In the 
Defence of Infant-Baptiim, and of the Mode of 
Baptizing (now generally uſed in the Church of 
England) by Sprinkling, or Pour ing on of Water. 
Being a Reply to Dr. Ruſſe?s Juſt: Vindication, (as 
He calls ir)\of the Docll ide and e of. dt. 
John the Baptiſt ,, Cc. wherein retep ds to 
have Examined and Ds the a Flain Let⸗ 
ters, 80. 

The Countrey Curate to the Countrey People, 


Introdution, ſhewing the true State of the Tole- 
=: firted for the meanelt een $7. Price 
7 

A Serious Addreſs to the Anabaptiſts: Being 
a Letter from a Miniſter ro His Pariſhioner, 6f that 


A ſecond Addreſs to the Anabaptiſts.:. Being a 
Vindication of the former, from ms Exceptions 
made-tq it in a Late Paper, Entituled. A Briet Re- 
507 cc. By Richard George and Thomas | Range. 

y the Author of the ſerious Addreſs, 85. Price 2d. 


rection of ſome of the Errours contained ina Late 
Pamphlet 3 the Rector Corrected, Cc, By 
Edward Paye 2 * of Truth 508; Peace. 8e. 
Price 2d. 5 ol 


